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Introduction 


n August 19, 2006, the Old State House Museum in Little 

Rock hosted a seminar, “The Die is Cast: Arkansas Goes to 
War, 1861,” that brought experts from around the country to 
explore why a small frontier state, a part of the Union for only 
twenty-five years, would choose to sever its ties with the United 
States and join the southern Confederacy. 

The speakers examined the political and social forces that led 
to secession, transforming farmers, clerks, and shopkeepers into 
soldiers. Long-time Arkansas State University professor Michael 
Dougan delved into the 1861 Arkansas Secession Convention and 
the delegates’ internal divisions on whether to leave the Union. 
Lisa Tendrich Frank of Florida Atlantic University discussed the 
role Southern women played in moving the state toward secession, 
while Carl Moneyhon of the University of Arkansas at Little Rock 
looked at the factors that led peaceful civilians to join the army. 
Thomas A. DeBlack of Arkansas Tech University told of the thou- 
sands of Arkansawyers who chose not to follow the Confederate 
banner in 1861, and William Garrett Piston of Missouri State 
University chronicled the first combat experience of the green 
Arkansas troops at Wilson’s Creek. Collectively, these essays pro- 
vide an overview of the diverse passions that brought the people of 
Arkansas to war. 

Many people contributed to the symposium and publication of 
this book. Bill Gatewood, Georganne Sisco, Gail Moore, Rita 
Wilson, Joellen Maack, Amy Peck, and Ian Beard of the Old State 
House Museum were all deeply involved in the seminar, and the 
museum helped to underwrite this publication. David Stricklin, 
Brian Robertson, Rod Lorenzen, and Ali Welky of the Butler 
Center for Arkansas Studies, Central Arkansas Library System, in 
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Little Rock, provided guidance and assistance in publishing the 
proceedings of the seminar. S. Charles Bolton made suggestions 
that improved the manuscript considerably. Many others provided 
assistance throughout both projects, and, though they are not 
named here, their aid is no less appreciated. 


Mark K. Christ 
March 18, 2008 
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“An eternal chitter chatter 
kept up in the galleries’: 
The Arkansas Secession 
Convention in Action, 


March—June, 1861 
Michael B. Dougan 


n March 4, 1861, the newly elected president, Abraham 
Lincoln, delivered his first inaugural address. In it he told the 
nation that the “momentous issue of civil war” rested with the peo- 
ple, not with him. In Little Rock, a newly assembled convention 
received these words by telegraph and did not find them reassuring. 
Historians tend to focus on the impact these words had on the polit- 
ical classes, but the history of Arkansas during this time plainly 
reveals that many failed to grasp what was about to take place. 
Whether it was “chitter chatter” in the convention’s gallery or later 
the “shoals” of young women on horseback who ignored Little 
Rock’s overflowing collection of sick and wounded soldiers, many 
missed the momentous nature of the unfolding events. 
Disengagement from the crises of the day is not new to Arkansas. 
In the summer and fall of 1860, Arkansas voters had been thor- 
oughly misled by the state’s Democratic leadership. First, the party 
pretended that John C. Breckinridge, the Southern Democrat, was 
a national nominee; second, it minimized the potential election of 
Abraham Lincoln by asserting that alarmist rhetoric was merely 
another in the ongoing series of political crises that had distressed 
the nation since the acquisition of lands from Mexico reenergized 
the slavery question. While supporters of national Democrat 
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Stephen A. Douglas and ex-Whigs operating out of a shell organi- 
zation called the Constitutional Union Party under John Bell tried 
to educate the voters on the gravity of the situation, the backward 
and parochial nature of half the state’s counties had proven, as it 
generally always has been, too great an obstacle to overcome.' 

On November 6, a day that Camden diarist John W. Brown 
called “the most important day to these United States and perhaps 
to mankind since the Fourth of July 1776,” Breckinridge carried 
Arkansas over Bell and Douglas, although the turnout was 7,000 
below what it had been in the election for governor in August, and 
only some 3,000 votes separated Breckinridge from the combined 
Bell/Douglas count. Rather than being a referendum on the desir- 
ability of a civil war, the vote recapitulated the Whig/ Democratic 
alignments of the past twenty years. Breckinridge’s areas of 
strongest support would become the best recruiting grounds for the 
Federal army. With voting done by voice instead of paper ballots, 
Republican Abraham Lincoln received only a handful of votes.’ Of 
course Lincoln’s election had been South Carolina’s goal, and that 
state passed an ordinance of secession on December 20, 1860, even 
though Lincoln would not become president until March 4, 1861.’ 

Reactions to the hardly stunning election results ran a gamut. 
The upland peoples, whose counties—their “Little Kingdoms”— 
formed almost the sum total of their world, knew little and cared 
less, and were more interested that come first frost, it was hog- 
butchering time. By contrast, the planters, who as a class had sup- 
ported Bell or Douglas, saw that forces out of their hands were like- 
ly to impel them into times of economic uncertainty. The state’s 
political establishment, the “Family” or “Dynasty,” now led by 
retiring U.S. senator Robert Ward Johnson, had suffered a major 
defeat that summer when maverick Democrat Henry Massie Rector 
had bested Richard Mentor Johnson in the gubernatorial cam- 
paign. Senator Johnson, who had opposed the Compromise of 1850, 
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now called on Arkansans to follow South Carolina and assembled a 
coalition that consisted of his former bitter enemy, Congressman 
Thomas Carmichael Hindman, as well as Albert Pike, the former 
Whig and Know-Nothing leader, and a parcel of lesser figures.’ 
Curious indeed was the reaction of outgoing governor Elias Nelson 
Conway, who thought the whole crisis to be the result of British 
bribery and corruption.’ Equally remote from reality were the ideas 
of incoming governor Henry Massie Rector. 

While still a minor, Rector came to Arkansas, leaving behind 
his mother and stepfather and hoping to further his father’s land 
claim to a part of what would become Hot Springs. There were a 
number of other Rector cousins in Arkansas, who in turn were con- 
nected by marriage with the Conways, Johnsons, and Seviers. 
Through his kinship connection, Rector certainly qualified as a 
Family member eligible for patronage positions, but only dead-end 
jobs came his way. Short-lived was his position as teller at the soon- 
to-become-defunct State Bank, and no one with any desire to have 
clean hands would have accepted an appointment as federal mar- 
shal from the Tyler administration.’ Rector seems to have spent 
much of the late 1840s and early 1850s trying to avoid paying his 
debts, but as his financial position stabilized, he began to make 
some threatening political noises. A brief stint on the state 
Supreme Court revealed his ignorance of the law but did not pla- 
cate his now bounding ambition. Seeing a chance in the turmoil 
created by Richard Mentor Johnson’s gubernatorial nomination in 
the spring of 1860, and with no other organized Opposition, Rector 
had plunged in, announcing himself as an Independent Democrat.’ 

Although no paper trail exists, apparently Thomas Hindman 
encouraged the move. Overextended financially, Hindman had 
thought that he had married an heiress, but that proved to be a mis- 
take. Then a series of political mishaps had damaged him during 
the previous year. One of his chief expenses was the Old Line 
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Democrat. Rector probably paid Hindman for its use during the 
gubernatorial campaign, and its editor, Thomas C. Peek, thereafter 
married one of Rector’s nieces. The obvious move would have been 
for Hindman to unload the newspaper on Rector. But this seeming- 
ly easy transfer of ownership did not take place, perhaps because 
Rector was outbid by the much wealthier Johnsons. Another prob- 
lem was that Rector could not or would not work with anybody. 
“Henry is a violent man and fights people,” William Minor “Cush” 
Quesenbury had observed shortly after Rector made his announce: 
ment. Quesenbury, who had known Rector for years, was correct 10 
his assessment. Peek stayed with Rector, but following Hindman’s 
peace with the Family, the Old Line Democrat shut down by the end 
of 1860. Rector knew he was naked without a newspaper before 4 
hostile political world. Rector’s private secretary, Dr. J. J. Gaines, 
created for the governor a short-lived organ called the Southern 
States. However, for most of 1861, Rector had no newspaper [ 
defend him. Finally, in the fall of 1861, the redoubtable Peek, 
whom the governor had given a state job, began publishing the 
Daily State Journal Rector’s inauguration was clearly the high- 
water mark of his career, when, as a Little Rock diarist put it, “the 
long procession of little ‘niggers’ and noisy boys marched up to the 
governor’s splendid mansion and ‘liquored.”” 

Rector’s first step into political oblivion came on November 15, 
1860, when his address to the legislature moved from a long list of 
routine items to his venting one of his specious but obdurately held 
arguments, namely that it was unconstitutional for the North to 
have “revolutionized the government.” Rector attempted to lead 
the nascent secessionist movement, but the legislature ignored, for 
example, his arguments against filling the vacancy in the U.S. 
Senate. Rector’s proclamation on December 12, 1860, offered 
another example of the governor’s advanced thinking. In it he 
urged that slave owners from other states should be prohibited 


16 


ae rna i i : A kansas Sec 
hitter chatter kept up m the galler les I he T 
[ chit 
‘An ete 


essi0n Connentign, 
Toe =e 


wm Sem ve, x “=v, 
ing slaves into Arkansas Unless They WENAg, 
from seen he confidently asserted, Would ~ 
is me ? 5 

~ to take care and Protect their ow Maye NN 
™ The actual iets SAYVERtion, b 

f Fort Smith. A long-time r 

4 f William yy. 

ate 0 Noy 

ete D emocrat of Cte a QUEK 
the seed ee ation, of Te 
ere to urge thay t i : 
s 


a S \ 
STieg Ve Be Tay Sha, 
~ . 
until eapeier se : se 
Hindman en i - : 
pin eon yet leg RN AY y 
tition sae : 
<— W.Brget ig 2B STONY «\ AX 
diarist John W. see ia ani, S x AN AN \\ 
ember 22, Duy a Ne : 2 
1% ee atta, is Ss. &Q 
fom n0 PM ta Bay hy IN 
from northern = * x \ 
ally over. Instey ; Se . 
eae voters " 


\ tH A 
tion while at the 


~~ 
WK SN 
1 a WN S \ 
ENN NX 
Judge ~\ 


r 


NN 
” R&R IN X 
hwest, for Sy XY NY 
pecan the N Y 


WSN S : 
a 51861 ~Ne IN 
CN, SX 
America). oe SS SS S 
fe poe of AN 


arsenal crisis way SN 


The Die Is Cast: Arkansas Goes to War, 1861 


Suffice it to say that the arrival of telegraph lines linking Little Rock 
to Memphis on January 28 was followed by John M. Harrell’s mes- 
sage reporting a rumor that reinforcements were headed for the arse- 
nal then containing Little Rock native Captain James Totten’s care- 
taker force of 60 men. Subsequent rumors put the supposed rein- 
forcements at 300 or 400 men, and even placed them on the steam- 
boat S.H. Tucker. Rector informed Totten that receiving any rein- 
forcements would be an act of war and that this federal army officer 
would not be permitted to carry off federal army weapons. But 
adding to the crisis, messages were sent out, presumably under the 
governor’s authority, asking for volunteers to help secure the capital 
and seize the arsenal. Interestingly, the volunteers, more than 4 
thousand, came mainly from nine plantation counties. The arriving 
volunteers found Little Rock peaceful, while their governor, now 
faced with the likelihood that his spontaneous civilian aggrandize- 
ment might rise from the level of rhetorical posturing to possible 
bullets, disavowed making any call and even called out the Pulaski 
County militia to help keep order. 

Totten, of course, was not in a position to resist a physical 
attack—the arsenal was a storage facility, not a fort in a harbor. And 
Little Rock itself was strongly pro-Union. The crisis ended with 
Totten’s evacuation, “to avoid the cause of civil war” as this future 
Union general phrased it, and with Rector becoming the receiver 
for the cache of arms stored there. Ralph Goodrich best described 
the event as a drunken frolic financed by the state and led by 
Governor Rector.” 

The political ramifications were important. In the plantation 
counties, persons planning to vote (viva voce) against the conven- 
tion were threatened with physical violence. Elsewhere, revulsion 
against the seizure strengthened the anti-secessionists. Moreover, it 
led to the emergence of an anti-secession network that soon took o2 
most of the characteristics of a party. Northwest Arkansas was ove!- 
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represented in talent, for David Walker of Fayetteville and Jesse 
Turner of Van Buren were two of the great pioneers of the region, 
but younger men, whose careers and fame lay in the future, were 
active as well. William Meade Fishback of Fort Smith and 
Augustus Hill Garland of Little Rock both would become gover- 
nors. Christopher Columbus Danley, the proprietor of the Arkansas 
State Gazette, was another key player. His absence—in New York 
buying arms for the state along with Thomas J. Churchill—had 
precluded any continuation of the strong editorial writing he had 
displayed before January, but the centrality of the venerable Gazette 
in the state’s political culture gave the movement more than just an 
organ; for most of its long life, this newspaper transcended ink and 
paper—it was a spiritual force. The strength of Danley’s writing 
during this period would not be equaled until the world’s focus 
turned to Little Rock in the middle of the next century. By con- 
trast, the leading Democratic and now secessionist newspaper, the 
True Democrat, had long ago displayed its colors and for the most 
part had become predictably fire-eating." 

A total of 43,238 voters—less by 10,000 the vote in November 
and far fewer than the 59,469 of the August election—endorsed 
calling a convention by a two-to-one margin. But they elected to it 
a majority of what can best be styled as “conditional” Unionists. 
This body chose David Walker as its president, and by a five-vote 
majority, these Unionists controlled the body, preventing any act of 
immediate secession. One of the most striking features of the con- 
vention was the virtual anonymity of its members. Nowhere to be 
found were former governors, congressmen, or senators. Josiah 
Gould, for example, is remembered by legal historians because he 
authored Gould’s Digest; Charles W. Adams may have been to his 
contemporaries a “Pike the second,” but his main claim to minor 
fame is being one of the generals to whom Helena lays claim. James 
Yell, the onetime Know-Nothing gubernatorial candidate, was the 
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=phew of Archibald Yell, the state’s first charismatic, but this trait 
~id not pass over to that side of the family. Of course, one reason 
-or the shortage was that Arkansas had but few elder statesmen ae 
ming, but the absence of veteran political players still warrants pan t 
tion. What experience there was could be found on the pees 
Side, and that in part explains much of the subsequent ee ul- 
events. Yell, who headed up the secession caucus only with ee 
ty, had to rule in that body that the arsenal issue was out BEE 
80 divisive had this matter become." uch 
This first session of the convention was marked by dee 
Windy oratory, During the first days, delegate A. i ] came 
recalled, “the pressure was intense ... and all kinds of signee? 
from the lobbies, The galleries and lobbies were always "i u 
and it was constantly feared that violence might occur, and ae 
it looked as if it were inevitable.” One of the speakers aie 
‘nor himself. While the Southern hagiographic position Rane 
Slavery had nothing to do with the war, Rector flat-out as: 


ies the trou- 
“They believe slavery is sin, and we do not, and there lies 
ble. 


“ 
"* But boredom soon set in. James Yell, 
Without much cultivation,” gave 
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gov- 


an 
a very strong ma 
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what the True Democrat wens 
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Course,” only to be overwhelmed by “an eternal chitter chatter =F 
Up in the galleries,” onfederacy 
The convention was important enough that the Con en 
Sent a commissioner—Williamson S$. Oldham, a former penne 
Who had skipped off to Texas after the banking collapse. Ol ye 
Who arrived near the first session’s end, threatened a c ot 
an economic boycott by the new Confederacy if the state did n : 
immediately secede. Oldham changed no votes, and whether any 
one took his threat seriously cannot be ascertained, buts 
New Orleans was less important to Arkansas commercially than 
St. Louis, Louisville, and Cincinnati. An Arkansas outside the CSA 
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connected by rail to these entrepéts would have freed the state 
m the baleful influence of that cancerous center of sin to the infi- 
e improvement of the state’s morals and future economic 
yspects. The voting that followed Oldham’s speech produced 
sre speeches, bouquets from the galleries, and cheers for both 
les, but, by a vote of 39 to 35, secession was rejected.” 
What followed was significant. The convention did not adjourn 
1 March 18 but continued sitting—with anti-secessionists allow- 
1g themselves to be blackmailed. Threatened by the secession of 
ne southern Arkansas counties, they agreed to refer the issue 
lirectly to the people in an August election. Secessionists were 
yushing for the division of the state, a move that, had it been grant- 
>d, would have created a much stronger and more coherent 
Arkansas, and doubtless would be considered a blessing today. 
However, as Danley and others pointed out, dividing the state was 
full of constitutional and legal obstacles. County sovereignty, 
although strong in practice and later enacted into state law, had no 
legal foundation in American or English history."* 

Over the next two days, a compromise emerged. Centermost was 
an agreement that secession would be referred to the voters in August. 
The convention agreed to elect delegates to work with the border 
states and adopted a series of resolutions calling for compromise and 
peace. However, in what was a major victory for the secessionists, the 
convention pledged to oppose any coercion. Curiously, the coercion 
the convention secessionists had in mind had to come only from the 
national government. The South, which had written God into its con- 
stitution, could not possibly be an aggressor nation. 

After the convention adjourned—with the proviso that its presi- 
dent could call the body back into session—a half-hearted political 
campaign got under way as if the August election held some mean- 
ing. Sectional and economic issues within the state got considerable 
play. Delegate I. H. Hilliard from Chicot County revived the idea of 
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intra-state secession, observing that, “Unfortunately, our state is 
divided into two sections whose pursuits are totally dissimilar—the 
grain and stock-raising portion looks with no friendly eye on the cot- 
ton planter.” A further characterization came from the Chicot Press, 
which called the people of the upland areas bigoted and ignorant. By 
contrast, a broadside that circulated in northwest Arkansas asked 
Whether non-slaveholders would be allowed to vote in the new 
Confederacy. All this extensive rhetoric helped lay the foundation for 
the “rich slave owner’s war, poor man’s fight” argument that 
emerged a year later.” Jesse Turner, upon arriving back in Van Buren, 
Was serenaded by that town’s famous band. A musical war broke out 
in Little Rock, with both Unionists and secessionists writing duel- 
ing lyrics set to the tunes of “Dixie” and “Look for the Wagon.” 
Meanwhile, of course, events were playing out in Charleston Harbor 
that determined the course of the next four years. 

News of the firing on Fort Sumter did not come in the form of 
a materially correct and unbiased chronology of the events. Any 
examination of the newspaper headlines of the period and read- 
ings of the first telegraphic dispatches makes it clear that “spin” 
was being placed on the events that ignored the fact that South 
Carolina fired the first shot. Modern historians understand what 
happened, although they may differ in how they interpret the 
results, But people at the time took what the telegraphic dispatch- 
es and newspaper headlines said at face value, at least initially. In 
fact, the Southern understanding of the firing episode marks the 
beginning of the creation of what in time emerged as the official 
Southern cultural legend. A recent scholarly study that takes seri- 
ously the rife rumor world of the Confederacy quotes this observa- 
tion: “a legend is a rumor that has become part of the verbal her- 
itage of a people.” In time, while Confederate sympathizers had 
to admit that the South had shot first, they still claimed it was all 
the North’s fault. It took some time for an alternate (and more 
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accurate) version to surface, but the Peace Society movement in 
Arkansas and other border states rested on this foundation. “The 
South commenced it and the South may fight it out,” a saying 
heard all over northern and western Arkansas, shows how limited 
was the ideology of Southern nationalism.” 

One very evident problem often glossed over is that only 
states’-rights Democrats believed in the theoretical existence of the 
doctrine called secession—the right of a state constitutionally, 
legally, and peaceably to leave the Union. Ironic it was that Whigs 
used the occasion to reprint Democratic president Andrew 
Jackson’s stern strictures to South Carolina thirty years earlier. 
Whigs still tended to argue instead that leaving the Union was jus- 
tified by a right of revolution. David Walker, the state’s leading 
Whig, must have been galled when he had to call back the conven- 
tion to pass an act of secession. 

And while Walker acted only reluctantly and under consider- 
able pressure, many of his constituents repudiated his action. He 
and other hard-shell Unionists wanted the border states to act in 
concert, and it is germane to this to see elements of a position taken 
more forcibly in Kentucky and Missouri, namely that neutrality 
was the best course. 

Meanwhile, even as Walker pondered, Rector sprang into 
action, ordering Colonel Solon Borland, recently returned to the 
state from a spree of newspaper editing in Memphis, to head up 
four companies of volunteers to seize Fort Smith, an action spurred 
by another of those great rumors of reinforcements arriving. The 
volunteers were much “gratified” (said one private) to find the 
enemy gone, and the riotous trip resulted in a claim against the 
state for $500 in damages to the steamboat.” 

For Union men, even if they had converted from conditional 
Unionism to reluctant secessionism, Rector had driven another 
nail into his coffin. By contrast, secessionist leader Robert Ward 
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Johnson had been all for reconciliation since the convention first 
adjourned. Others might pound away with fire, but Johnson, who 
had foreseen these events as inevitable back in 1850 when he 
opposed the compromise of that year, had begun building ties to 
the other side. Thus when Editor Danley wrote Unionist delegate 
W. W. Mansfield, “I think the conservative men of the convention 
should take charge of the affairs of the state and prevent the wild 
secessionists from sending us the Devil,” he was referring to 
Rector, not Johnson.2 

Since Arkansas was still receiving dispatches from Washington, 
President Abraham Lincoln’s secretary of war, Simon Cameron, 
asked the governor for 780 men “to suppress combinations.” This 
gave Rector his one moment of untarnished glory, for repeated in 
numerous history books was his reply: “In answer to your requisi- 
tion for troops Arkansas to subjugate the Southern States, I have to 
say that none will be furnished. The demand is only adding insult 
to injury. The people of this commonwealth are freemen, not 
Slaves, and will defend to the last extremity their honor, lives, and 
Property against Northern mendacity and usurpation.”“ Heroic 
words but factually incorrect: more than 5,000 Arkansans served in 
the Union army, and less than a third of the Arkansas soldiers on 
the Confederate side were with their units to the last extremity; 
Slaves, who accounted for one quarter of the state’s population, 
were already held in bondage; and Arkansas was not in law a com- 
monwealth. Still, this has remained Rector’s claim to fame. 

At the time, however, Rector had other worries. “Col. Webb 
Says that when the convention meets they will try to declare my 
office vacant. Oh Hell,” he scribbled on a note. And indeed, depos- 
ing the governor was on the minds of many of the delegates.” 

The first business, however, was passing an ordinance of seces- 
sion. Perhaps the most exciting moment in the Old State House’s 
history (with the murder in 1837 on the House floor of 
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Unionist David Walker from northwest Arkansas served as chairman of the acrimonious 
secession convention that voted to remove Arkansas from the Union. Courtesy of the 
Shiloh Museum of Ozark History/P-2275. 
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probably sought to speed their departure by summoning the legis- 
lature. There was a certain logic to this, for much of what was occu- 
pying the delegates’ time was more befitting the House and Senate 
than a convention, but whatever desire a majority of the delegates 
had to go home stopped when faced with this threat from the gov- 
ernor. Johnson at the True Democrat warned that if Rector proceed- 
ed, it could be “the most unfortunate step of his life.” The conven- 
tion followed with a formal request for the governor to forbear, and 
again Rector backed down.” 

Meanwhile, work went ahead on drafting a new constitution. 
The new organic document failed to include any reference to God, 
provided what amounted to a bill of rights for both white men and 
Native Americans, and scheduled new elections, notably the gove!” 
nor’s office, for the following year. Gone was the ban on banking 
(Amendment | to the constitution of 1836). It was, in short, one 
giant step forward for modernization but taken at the wrong time: 
Further proof of the persistent Whiggery of the new constitutio® 
came when state elections were moved from August to Octobe! 
Democrats always favored August so that all their shoeless voters 
could turn out. Whigs, who usually wore shoes, favored Octobe! 
because many Democratic voters would be too busy harvestin€ 
crops to bother to vote.” 

Meanwhile, members were slowly departing. Isaac Murphy did 
not stay around long enough to sign the new document on June 1, 
but Archibald Ray, the hunter from Pike County, Samuel “Parso®” 
Kelly of the Kellyites, and two future S0vernors, Harris Flanag!? 
and William M. Fishback, signed off on it. Augustus H. Garland, 
elected to the Confederate congress, had resigned his seat, pul 
George C. Watkins promptly won a special election to fill i 
Finally, after a motion to adjourn failed, enough delegates, led by 
chairman David Walker, and including delegates from both sides of 


the aisle, as it were, offered their resignations. With Watkins filliné 
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the chair in the absence of Walker and without a quorum, the con- 
vention came to an end. 

The actions undertaken by the convention greatly influenced 
the course of the war in Arkansas. While vote for secession was 
inevitable under the circumstances, the plan for minimizing the 
governor failed. Rector managed to convert B. C. Totten, one of the 
Military Board members, to his states’-rights point of view, with 
the result that the Arkansas Army was never fully transferred into 
Confederate service. Funding for this soon-disbanded military 
force crippled state finances, and soldiers, especially those who saw 
service at the Battle of Wilson’s Creek (Oak Hills), were not likely 
to re-enlist. The resultant disorganization in Arkansas certainly 
worked against General Earl Van Dorn when that less-than-worthy 
officer came to Arkansas. The long-running wars first between 
Rector and the convention and then between Rector and the 
Confederate authorities over troop transfers may have added fuel to 
the Peace Society movement during the fall of 1861, and they cer- 
tainly created a disorganized climate for newly arriving 
Confederate commander Earl Van Dorn, thus contributing to the 
Confederate defeat at Pea Ridge (a.k.a. Elkhorn Tavern). 

The long hand of the convention remained alive a year later. 
The subtle clause that relieved Rector of two years of his office was 
upheld by the state Supreme Court. All of Rector’s enemies united 
around former Whig Harris Flanagin, then serving as a colonel in 
Tennessee, and soon saw him voted into the governor’s office. 
Flanagin had many fine qualities, but dynamic leadership was not 
among them. He was in office less than a year when, after the fall 
of Vicksburg, a Union army made its way up the Arkansas River 
and Little Rock fell under Yankee control for the rest of the war. 
Arkansas had become a largely failed state. Flanagin proved not to 
be the man of the hour, but his sterling integrity made him a play- 
er during Reconstruction, and he signed an early draft of the con- 
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stitution of 1874 before his death soon after. The first governor 
elected under the Redeemer banner was Augustus H. Garland, the 
former convention member. Garland epitomized the process by 
which pasteurized, persistent Whigs, called even in 1861 “conser- 
vatives,” remade the Democratic Party while keeping the name 
Democrat. These New Departure Democrats held sway until over- 
whelmed by first the agrarian revolt and then the rise of that quin- 
tessential demagogue, Jeff Davis. 

The “chitter chatter” might have ended, but the detachment 
from the events playing out daily did not. Doctor Junius Bragg 
later reported that the young ladies of Little Rock soon abandoned 
caring for the sick and wounded soldiers, probably in the same way 
they had ceased to attend the convention: “But if you will stand on 
a corner any fine evening, you can see the dear creatures riding on 
horseback, in perfect shoals, each one escorted by some man and 
eighteen mittens, caring and thinking as much about sick soldiers, 
as if they were so many sheep.” 
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Domesticity Goes Public: 
Southern Women and 
the Secession Crisis 


Lisa Tendrich Frank 


n May 6, 1861, men, women, and children filled the galleries of 
On Little Rock State House for the meeting of the state’s sec- 
ond secession convention. As A. W. Bishop recalled, “Every nook 
and corner was occupied. The aisles were full—the galleries crowd- 
ed—men jostled ladies, and ladies each other. Boys perched upon 
window sills, and nestled by the chairs of members.”! The onlookers 
anxiously awaited the convention’s final vote on secession, most hop- 
ing for disunion and others longing to remain loyal to the Union. 
Although there were no speeches inside of the hall, the excitement 
and gravity of the situation was clear. This was not genteel theater, it 
was rough and tumble politics, and everyone understood the ramifi- 
cations of secession. When the vote ended, four of the five dissenting 
voices were convinced to change their votes so that “the wires [can] 
carry the news to all the world that Arkansas stands as a unit against 
coercion.”? When Isaac Murphy announced he would be the lone 
holdout, the only voice for the Union, the crowd of onlookers erupt- 
ed. Verbal threats filled the room, as men and women hissed at the 
decision. As the threats of violence grew louder, a wealthy and 
prominent widow took center stage. After watching the entire drama 
unfold, Martha Trapnall tossed her bouquet at Murphy’s feet as a 
sign of moral support for his position. 

Trapnall’s public and highly political statement was a particu- 
lar form of gendered speech, one that many women had used and 
perfected in earlier years. Through these and other acts, the voices 
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Trapnall, the dignified widow of a prominent lawyer and merchant, 
clearly qualified as a Southern lady. The mob cooled its personal 
rhetoric and instead set its sights on the hated Yankees and the 
prospect of war. 

Although the presence of women at Arkansas’s and other states’ 
secession conventions comes as no surprise to many people, women’s 
active involvement in the politics of secession and Civil War may. 
Before the Civil War, most Americans would have agreed with 
Margaret Mitchell’s narrator in Gone with the Wind who asserted that 
war “is men’s business, not ladies’.”? However, as Southern states 
debated disunion, seceded, prepared for war, and sent men off to 
fight the Yankees, many white Southern women demonstrated that 
the Civil War was their business. Their participation in these highly 
politicized events became essential to the Southern war effort in its 
infancy and its continuation. White women’s roles in the war, noted 
by many writers and scholars in the years that followed, were not 
merely ornamental. Women did not simply support their men or 
blindly follow their state and region into war. Instead, white 
Southern women shaped the public discourse as they provided and 
withdrew their support on their own terms. 

White women in antebellum America did not have access to bal- 
lots, so in essence they voted with their actions. Women, who had 
entered the realm of politics in varying forms in previous years, 
used their influence and abilities to push the men of their families 
to act in the political realm during the sectional crisis. White 
women around the South filled the galleries of secession debates, 
wore ribbons and other accessories to proclaim their loyalties, wrote 
editorials and letters in support of their positions, and otherwise 
demonstrated their political acumen in the 1850s and early 1860s. In 
these ways, white women engaged in and expanded the political 
sphere in order to actively participate in it. During the secession cri- 
sis, women of all classes, who could not exert their influence or 
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ration of the sexes in both the North and South fueled the ideals of 
“true womanhood,” which stressed piety, purity, submissiveness, 
and domesticity.° Although the idea of separate spheres excluded 
women from “public” activities, it gave women control over the 
domestic aspects of their lives. They gained the power to run the 
household and raise their children as they saw fit. This command 
over the domestic sphere proved especially true in the white South. 
As the holders of the keys to all rooms, stores, pantries, and 
bureaus, elite Southern women controlled the domestic activities of 
their households. Those chores that they did not do themselves, 
they directed others, especially domestic slaves, to do for them.’ 
Men and women moved between both spheres, often defining the 
arena by the work being done there at a specific time. Although not 
always in the public eye, white women constantly participated in 
public life.* 

The Civil War and the political crisis that led up to it forced all 
Americans to reevaluate white women’s visible place in society.’ 
Rather than follow men into disunion or adhere to their husbands’ 
Unionist sympathies, many white women pushed the men around 
them to act. These women often became the impetus for votes in 
favor of or against secession, and they remained involved as the men 
prepared to march off to battle. In addition, as the war increasingly 
affected their lives through shortages and the deaths of loved ones, 
white women willingly reshaped their roles in the South. They 
became active participants in the battle for Southern nationhood. 
Women’s vocal roles during the sectional crisis and secession con- 
tinued with the onset of war. In addition to the physical support that 
they lent to their nation, white Southern women helped to develop 
and sustain Confederate nationalism.” From the outset of the sec- 
tional debates and on through the fighting, Confederate women 
refused to accept a passive role, and they demonstrated their politi- 
cal awareness through their words and actions. 
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Women could not participate in the public sphere in the same 
way that men could; they could not vote, and most residents of 
Arkansas and the rest of the South would have likely shunned a 
woman who publicly voiced her opinions about politics directly. 
However, scholars have recently recognized that during the seces- 
sion crisis, “male and female secessionists argued that women 
should be Confederate partisans and should play a public role in 
promoting the cause of southern independence.” For their part, 
white Southern women found ways to articulate their opinions on 
secession and war. Rather than being soothing voices of modera- 
tion, as many proponents of female suffrage suggested years later, 
many Southern white women appealed to the other extreme. 
“During the secession crisis and the war, southerners from Virginia 
to Texas commented on the political influence of the ladies, which, 
they said, heavily bolstered the extremists.”" 

Secession, in particular, allowed women an opportunity to 
demonstrate their political knowledge and assert their political 
opinions. Although social mores excluded women from the formal 
debates at the conventions, Unionists and secessionists called upon 
women’s support throughout the South. In addition, many women 
actively followed and tried to shape the public discourse surround- 
ing sectionalism and, ultimately, secession. They read newspapers, 
attended political rallies, and listened to the increasingly political 
sermons of their ministers. This politicized behavior did not repre- 
sent anything new. After all, part of being an American, male or 
female, meant to consume and produce ideas about politics and 
current affairs. The secession debates simply provided a single, and 
often polarizing, issue for Americans to consider, discuss, and 
debate. As one scholar has noted, “in the South as a whole, the 
political mobilization of white women ... culminated ... in active 
support of the Confederacy by most women and active support of 
the Union by some.”” 
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Privately, many white women had never had difficulty express- 
ing their political opinions. Educated women began keeping exten- 
sive journals in the 1850s and 1860s to record what they understood 
to be historic events." Within these journals, they discussed the 
political issues of the day, described their debates with friends and 
family over these issues, and recorded their attendance at political 
functions. They also demonstrated their own personal assessments of 
current affairs, and even how they differed from those of their 
fathers, brothers, and husbands. Although many white women 
received some of their news through their male relations, women’s 
diaries and journals demonstrate their independent political 
thought. Some Southern women consciously recognized how the 
secession crisis transformed their personal thoughts and writings: 
For example, in her journal, Gertrude Thomas noted her new fasci- 
nation with the political and war-related events around her: 
“Political events have absorbed so much of my Journal to the exclu- 
sion of domestic matters that one might readily suppose that I was 
not the happy mother of our darling children.”'? Like Thomas, many 
white women could not remain passive or silent now that the stakes 
of conversations seemed to have gotten so high. Julia Gardiner Tyles 
Wife of former president John Tyler, visited Washington to see the 
Peace Conventions because, “everything in the political world is cal- 
culated to interest me, and I do not expect or desire gay entertain- 
ments under such circumstances as exist,” She wanted a first-hand 
experience with the political events shaping her life. 

Likewise, when the secession crisis came to a head, elite white 
Southern women had much to say on the issue. They especially paid 
close attention to the contentious presidential election facing the 
nation. As the election of 1860 approached, political affairs perme 


ated every part of society, As one slaveholding woman noted, “The 
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tion was as true in Arkansas as it was elsewhere, as the newspapers 
divided between Unionist and secessionist stances. The sparring 
viewpoints in the papers allowed women across the South to form 
their own opinions about the nation and the crisis it faced. 

Proximity to state capitals and secession debates similarly 
allowed white women the opportunity to make up their own 
minds about politics and to express those ideas. South Carolinian 
Leora Sims rejoiced that she lived in her state’s capital because 
she could “go to the Legislature and hear all the speeches.” Sims, 
who hoped that her friend Harriet Palmer’s “southern blood is as 
fiery as mine,” professed herself a “regular fire eater.”” Sims eas- 
ily adopted the political jargon of the day and eagerly involved 
herself in the daily debates over secession. In most cases, 
Southern women acknowledged that the questions facing the 
nation could split it. Georgian Dolly Lunt Burge assumed that 
the 1860 election “may be the last presidential Election Our 
United Country will ever see.” White Southern women painstak- 
ingly followed the secession debates and then asserted their edu- 
cated opinions to those around them. Male relations recognized 
women’s thirst for political information and sent detailed 
accounts of political speeches and news.” Furthermore, as self- 
proclaimed patriotic Southerners, many white women pushed 
their husbands toward secession after Lincoln won the 1860 pres- 
idential election. Unmarried secessionist women similarly used 
their “availability” to their advantage, refusing to date, let alone 
marry, a man who did not share their political leanings. By 
appealing to their husbands’ sense of familial duty and honor, 
elite Southern women further encouraged men to echo their polit- 
ical sentiments and vote for secession.” 

The politics of slavery and sectionalism also confronted 
Southern women who traveled, especially to the free states. In 1860, 
while in New York, one Southern woman encountered a “Wide 


39 


War, 1861 
Die Is Cast: Arkansas Goes to 
The Die 


Ne ea 
—: 
— 

— 

— 

_ 

-_ 

came 

— 

— 

od 

— 

—_ 

—_ 

—_ 

— 

—_——_ 

—e om 

— 


; i arade 
This evening Pp 
ty. ; 
he Republican ace otential Lincoln 
Awake” procession for : ramifications 0 would allow for the dis. 
forced her to consider the his election he rail-splitter Linco}y 
orce e up— “ t ; : 
tory. Her mind was arid longed. ie the South wil] Tise q 
union for which she is carry the Nort ie Union. Never ha 
S 5 
and the mulatto Ham this already a be content unti] the 
man and secede from caw elll the Nort A self-righteous, m 
had our rights, and ne d by it puritanic ee to encounter an 
submits to be sis trip, she spi “heard nothing 4 
” on ‘ a) 
some self. Later 1 talk. On trains Gecueed: Douglas, B 
ticipate in ene rent candidates that “if Lincoln jg 
chances of the 1 she concluded tive of enmity to th 
, 1 ; 
Lincoln.” From is fa ahd meee North. Lincoln, 
"twill be because appreciation of t fin Satlaticl Ugh! i 
and not from any odsman, and et continued 
uncultured ie ” The political : political talk Bot ¢ Tonge 
me sick to think oe we neared sirens [SC], S€vera] you 
out her journey. s stopped at Fort M 
he car 
and when t 


S One 
Ve We 
South 
€ddle. 
d par. 
UL the 
ell ang 
elected, 
e South, 


NS men 
’ Dax, ‘SWorn to defeng 
were ‘The see ere Men Teady to 
got on board.... nese Carolina a North.” 
’ fi . 
the state. ae he es’ of the hatefu 
meet ‘The Wi 


salized from r jour 
Iding woman had me Politics g it 
eholdin d deba 
As this slav tly discussed an lify one from Politicg iscus. 
Americans ae did not disqua ae thei litic, 
ious times. Sex : ons 
contentious ae d the nation see éileicnt Views 4 
ae a t 
ns; women so ften MWe 
Ms - all opportunities. ee For example, Elle {N, Wife 
s rings. : 
- hips and social aoe Tecumseh Sherman, ‘Nfor Med her 
friends Ip 1 William ] uiet 
ited States genera i, “is perfectly q an 
of United is, Missouri, “1 Sees by H 
that St. Louis, tes authorities, Weve, 
mother h United Sta the ti 
ly in the hands of the Hor SHERMAN TO Heat thie va “Cause « 
or ‘ 
was not a pleasant ae all oFiiy acquaintances are Seces 
indee 
soo. ts (and In 
Secessionis 


40 


Domesticity Goes Public: Southern Women and the Secession Crisis 


now, even the Pattersons) are rampant, and vehemently express 
their hatred and detestation of the United States Government. 
There is but little pleasure in visiting as conversation must be con- 
strained or sentiments would jar too rudely.” 

Southern women, frequently as educated in the history of their 
nation as their male counterparts, drew upon the rhetoric of the 
American Revolution in their discussions of secession. Just as they 
noted that South Carolina had established a company of Minute 
Men to protect the state from Northern encroachment, men and 
women around the South drew comparable parallels between their 
times and Revolutionary ones. White Southern women affirmed 
their belief in the necessity of their own revolution against what 
they perceived as Northern aggression. As one white woman insist- 
ed, “revolution we must call it, as secession but faintly conveys our 
idea. We do not claim to have left—our Union, but we do claim to 
have the right to maintain it.... The North gave up the 
Constitution long before we did.” Women clearly understood the 
implications of the political events around them and willingly 
engaged in promoting and debating the ideas of secession. 

Across the South, white women debated whether the election of 
Lincoln was enough of a provocation for a split. One Southern 
woman explained immediate secession as a necessary choice, insist- 
ing that a Lincoln victory would irrevocably destroy the South. 
“Why, in four years we would have no rights worth fighting for!” 
she wrote. As a woman, she also worried about the households that 
would, she claimed, be damaged by Lincoln’s success. “We should 
make a stand for our rights—and a nation fighting for its own 
homes and liberty cannot be overwhelmed. Our Cause is just and 
must prevail.”” She hoped the voting members of her family would 
agree and make sure her voice was heard. 

As citizens in Arkansas pondered whether they would follow 
the Lower South into the Confederacy, some secessionist women 
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recognized that their future was tied to the rest of the South and 
its unity on the issue, From Oxford, Mississippi, Kate Thompson 
kept up on all of the war reports: “If it was not for the war news, ] 
would hardly read the papers.” She closely watched the actions of 
other Southern states, noting that “I like our Flag very much and 
do not care whether we have any more stars added to it or not 
(except Arkansas)—we must have her.”” Thompson may not have 
cared if the so-called Border States joined the fledgling 
Confederacy, but she felt that the inclusion of Arkansas was para- 
Mount to showing a unified front. 
Women throughout the South focused much of their energies 
on following and influencing the political decisions of their States. 
Just as women filled the gallery at Arkansas’s secession convention, 
So white women across the South attended the debates in their area 
and strove to make their voices heard. Margaret Sumner McLean’s 
Constant attendance at Virginia’s legislative sessions was not 
unusual. McLean recorded her excitement at attending the 
Richmond sessions as well as her attention to the details of seces- 
sion. On January 9, 1861, she observed that, “Mr. [William H.] 
Seward drew a crowded house to-day. We went at nine o’clock 1” 
Order to Bet seats, and found difficulty in obtaining them even a 
that Carly hour” She and the other ladies in attendance were not 
first-time Visitors, nor did they all agree on the correct course of 
=n, “We spend so much time in the Senate that many of the 
ladies take their sewing or crocheting, and all of us who are n0! 
absolutely Spiritual provide ourselves with a lunch. The gallery of 
the Senate is the fashionable place of reunion, and before th¢ 
oo indulge in conversation—sometimes very ae 
reserve erally the opposing factions treat each other with gre 
Very necessary precaution.” McLean, like othe! 
€n, understood the significance of additional states 
he commented on Mississippi’s recent decisi0™ 
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“Mississippi secedes, and I suppose the others will follow soon, as 
it seems to be the policy to ‘speed the parting guest.’ The tall, hand- 
some, and belligerent Mississippi women in ecstasies, and the chil- 
dren making a Fourth of July of it with firecrackers, etc. I am 
becoming accustomed to it.” 

After Southern legislatures voted for secession, many elite white 
women publicly applauded their states’ decisions to leave the Union. 
For example, as other states began to follow South Carolina’s lead, 
Emma Holmes wrote that she was “doubly proud ... of [her] native 
state, that she should be the first to arise and shake off the hated chain 
which linked us with Black Republicans and Abolitionists.”* Holmes 
was not alone in her anti-Union sentiments or her willingness to state 
them. White women across the South longed to join South Carolina 
and break free from the United States. In January, Anna Maria Cook 
declared, “I hope before long Georgia will be with South Carolina 
seceded from the Union.”*® Similarly, Judith McGuire longed for her 
state to wholeheartedly embrace its secession and “most earnestly 
hope[d] that the voice of Virginia may give no uncertain sound; that 
she may leave [the Union] with a shout.”* When their states finally 
seceded, many Southern women rejoiced. One proclaimed, “the very 
name of Georgian is of itself a heritage to boast of. I have always been 
proud of my native state but never more so than now. Nobly has she 
responded to the call for troops.” Around the South, other women 
similarly applauded the ultimate secession of their states. Emma 
Mordecai noted that, “Our dear mother ... is satisfied that her anx- 
ious wish for Virginia to secede has been gratified.” With these com- 
ments, white women demonstrated their commitment to the political 
changes affecting their lives. 

Women around the South justified their participation in the 
political debates surrounding secession in many ways. For exam- 
ple, Mary Boykin Chesnut claimed her support of secession as a 
necessary outgrowth of her upbringing. “My father was a South 
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Southern women’s political and historical knowledge gave then, 
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would listen to these ideas. 


Unionist women also vote able ways 
secession. Many Unionist women found compar YS to sup. 


Port the United States or left the area for a more politically hos. 
many white women 


d with their actions before and afte, 


Pitable environment. Perhaps most notably, ey 
voiced their concerns about secession publicly in newspapers 


Historians have discovered that these actions occurred throughoy 
the South: “Even in the arch-conservative Deep South, white 
women often ventured into the male-dominated public worlq 
Their actions denied the fictional rigidity of separate spheres, blur. 
ting the line between public and private that antebellum 
Americans never quite fixed, despite the rhetorical support it cop. 


Stantly received,” 
Once Southern states seceded, white women continued to ac, 


on their political leanings, and their leanings were diverse 


Although some white women vehemently supported the fledgling 
Confederacy, others maintained their loyalty to the United States. 
In either case, women did everything in their power to suppor, 
their nation and its war effort, often bringing their domestic roles 
into the political and public realm. Like other women throughout 
the North and South, Arkansas ladies joined the war effort by start. 
ing aid societies, These groups of white women gathered in private 
homes, churches, and public buildings to make flags, clothes, and 
Other items for the soldiers. Their work ensured that the men, at 
least in the war’s early stage, would have necessities such as uni- 
forms, socks, and blankets as they headed off to face the Union so}- 
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diers. Women’s enthusiasm for the Confederate war effort inspired 
them to begin these endeavors immediately and sometimes even 
ahead of secession. For example, in anticipation of the impending 
secession vote, women in Camden began a sewing society two 
weeks before Arkansas officially seceded from the Union. If their 
communities would not yet take up the fight, they would initiate 
the process. Their efforts were greatly appreciated by the men of 
the community, who marched to war well-dressed in the garments 
provided by these women. In addition, soon after secession, Little 
Rock’s Theatre Hall became a manufacturing plant. Each day, vol- 
unteer women working there made seventy-five pairs of pants and 
200 jackets for Confederate soldiers. This mobilization was almost 
immediate. Only six weeks after secession, the Weekly Arkansas 
Gazette [Little Rock] reported that volunteer women “have made 
nearly or quite three thousand military suits, upwards of fifteen 
hundred haversacks, and probably five thousand shirts, and have 
also covered over twelve hundred canteens.” The article also mar- 
veled at the willingness of the women to perform these tasks “so 
cheerfully and so faithfully.... They are willing to labor on and to 
the end with a high and holy purpose.”” 

In addition to supplying the troops with clothes and food, mem- 
bers of local societies also made flags for newly forming Confederate 
regiments. These activities, done alone or as a group, allowed women 
the opportunity to assert their political opinions as well as demonstrate 
their support for the soldiers. For example, Searcy, Arkansas, women 
presented the local Yellow Jacket company with a flag inscribed “No 
Backing Out.” In this and other instances, Southern women literally 
stitched their way into the political sphere.” 

Not all flags offered such a clearly stated message, although all 
were imbued with the political aims of the women who made them. 
Across the South, women’s groups made flags and held elaborate 
presentation ceremonies for departing regiments. Both were 
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22 Regiment. In addition to creating flags for departin 
nd/35th Arkansas Infantry Regi lies for Southern troops. Courtesy 7 


Idi ing and other supp 
Soldiers, women also made clothing a he Oli Stine Hionbe Miveours Latte a 


designed to inspire men as they headed off to battle. Reading the 
words provided for her by a local preacher, Miss Whitney at Des Are 
reminded the departing soldiers that “the liberties of all future gen. 
erations stand suspended in doubtful poise, and you must go forth 
and contend for the prize.” She acknowledged the difficult task the 
men faced in leaving loved ones behind, noting that, “"Tis true that 
the tears and sobs of an aged mother ... the trembling accents of g 
loving wife and darling sisters, are enough to wring drops of blood 
from the heart that is not steel.” However, she reminded them that 
they faced an important task and “no wailings, no cries are equal to 
those of expiring liberty as she lies prostrate, bleeding at every pore.” 
Whitney concluded with language designed to remind the soldiers of 
women’s support of their battlefield roles. “In behalf of the ladies of 
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West Point, I present to you this banner wrought by their own hands. 

When marshaled before the booming cannon and exposed to the 

solid sheets of liquid death, may it inspire your souls and nerve your 

arms and lend new courage to your drooping spirits.” The flag pres- 

entation ceremony also included a speech by the commanding offi- 

cer receiving the banner. He recognized women’s roles in inspiring 
soldiers to fight for the Confederacy: “And while battling for our 
rights under this banner, we will call to mind the donors of this beau- 
tiful flag, who are far away from us, like angels of mercy, sending up 
their war prayers for our success. Again ladies, we bid you a farewell, 
hoping God will protect you at home while we defend you abroad.”” 
The flags that women across the Confederacy presented to their sol- 
diers demonstrated not only women’s support of the men heading off 
to battle, but also their desire to remind those men of the need for 
their military service. In essence, the flags became an emblem of 
women’s political interests; the men fought, in part, to represent 
their women at home. 

Dedication to the political meanings of secession also came 
across in daily acts of individual women. Southern women dis- 
played their support of secession and war by cheering on and pro- 
viding for the soldiers as they left for battle. As one soldier noted, 
“The ladies would come out at every house and crossroads to give 
us their smiles, and they brought bouquets of flowers of the sweet- 
est fragrance, fruit of the rarest and richest quality to distribute and 
also buckets of cool fresh water. We received nice vegetables, fruit, 
melons, and cakes that were adorned with roses and evergreens.” 
These actions let departing soldiers know that women approved of 
secession and the war against the Union. 

Elite women’s political participation in secession may have 
been restricted to words and symbolic acts, but their roles in the 
public realm grew when men moved to the battlefield to exchange 
gunfire rather than insults. This development gave Confederate 
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women across the South increased reason C0 follow coe With 
their futures explicitly tied to the wat, and as their sons, husbanqg 


and fathers risked their lives for the Confederacy, women became 
even more voracious partisans. Their early celebration o¢ 


Confederate military success would ultimately lead to HASTE Cin. 
crete support of the Southern war effort. Drucilla Wray, like Others, 
celebrated the capture of Fort Sumter after the first shots were fireq 
in what would become a lengthy war. “I have just heard that For, 
Sumpter is in possession of the Confederate States, Hurrah fo, 
Carolina!!! and her noble sons.”“ 

The political passion of female Confederates led many men tg 
boast about the bravado of their women. Bragging about the ease 
with which Southerners could defeat Northerners—one man evep 
“asserted that Mr. Travis’s school girls could defend Searcy.” 4; 
the same time, the exalted position of white women in the South 
proved a great motivator for white men on the battlefield. Henry 
Morton Stanley recalled that “even women and children cried for 
war,” and their calls were more impassioned than those of the men, 
“Inflamed as the men and youths were, the warlike fire that burned 
within their breasts was as nothing to the intense heat that glowed 
within the bosoms of the women. No suggestion of compromise 
was possible in their presence.” Southern women’s stance on the 
issue influenced men’s decisions to enlist and fight. As Stanley 
noted, “If every man did not hasten to the battle, they [women] 
vowed they would themselves rush out and meet the Yankee van- 
dals. In a land where women are worshipped by the men, such lan. 
guage made them war-mad.” 

Women recognized their importance in inspiring the men to 
fight for the Confederacy. Once the hostilities began, white 
Southern women made themselves essential to the Confederate war 
effort by encouraging men to enlist. In this endeavor they drew 
upon the power of their femininity and cast their own votes in favor 
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of secession and the war. 
Across the Confederacy, 
women used their feminine 
wiles to entice men into ‘ 
service. Women taunted, 
cajoled, and shamed men 
into eventually joining the 
Confederate forces. Stories 
abound about women who 
refused to marry, or even 
talk to, any man who did 
not support the Southern 
war effort by enlisting. 
These women’s actions 


appealed to the manhood Seventeen-year-old Henry Morton Stanley, 


aud honor. of white initially uninterested in enlisting in the 
ese seed ar ee Confederate army, Joined the “Dixie Grays” 
after receiving a box full of feminine 


them to fill the ranks of the ee From The Autobiography of 
enilbtnany: heauuse: as Mis: ir Henry Morton Stanley (New York: 
Houghton Mifflin, 1909). 


Allen S. Izard asserted, “I 

sh[oul]d hate a man who wfoul]d flinch, even f[ro]m martyrdom for 
his Country.”” Men who refused to enlist often found themselves 
snubbed by the ladies. Emma Edmonds, a Union spy born in 
Canada, agreed with a soldier who told her that Southern women 
were “the best recruiting officers,” refusing “to tolerate, or admit to 
their society any young man who refuses to enlist.“ 

In addition, in several instances, women sent petticoats to men 
who did not immediately enlist, humiliating these men into the 
Confederate forces. Henry Morton Stanley was sent “a chemise and 
petticoat, such as a negro lady’s-maid might wear.” Stanley “hastily 
hid it from view, and retired to the back room, that [his] burning 
cheeks might not betray [him].” Later that day, when asked, “if I did 
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not intend to join the valiant children of Arkansas e fight,” Stanley 
replied in the affirmative.” He would rather put his life on the line for 
the Confederacy than have to deal with the wrath of his female Neigh. 
bors. The woman’s message had certainly been heard and its implicg. 
tions understood. Similarly, a woman in Selma, Alabama, Teportedly 
broke off her engagement to a man who did not enlist. She sent hip, 
a petticoat, a skirt, and a note reading “wear these, or vetimten™ 

As the war continued, white Southern women continually 
demonstrated their willingness to take their domestic roles Public. 
Many increasingly, and willingly, participated in public life by tag. 
ing on government jobs, running farms and plantations, nursing 
wounded soldiers, becoming spies, enlisting as soldiers, and Taising 
money for Confederate soldiers. In all of these endeavors, womey 
displayed their political allegiances, often making personal sacyj. 
fices for the Confederate cause. 

In conclusion, Margaret Mitchell’s assertion that war “is men’s 
business, not ladies” falsely characterized the importance of women 
to the Civil War in ways that were common in the late nineteenth 
and early twentieth centuries.” It is in this realm of remembering 
and forgetting that the political importance of white Southern 
women has been lost. Post-war writers glorified Confederate 
women’s public roles during the Civil War but minimized the polit. 
ical significance of these roles. Instead of acknowledging women as 
active political participants, Lost Cause works of literature instead 
emphasized women’s willingness to sacrifice for a cause created and 
pursued by their men. Similarly, this interpretation asserts that the 
hecessity of wartime pushed women into the public sphere where 
they adapted to new, but often difficult, conditions. They were pas- 
Sive victims of a war that was foisted upon them. In other words, 
they chose to “stand by their man.” Such an interpretation subtly 
ignores the political underpinnings of Confederate women’s Partic- 
ipation in the Southern war effort, and it overlooks the ways in 


50 


Domesticity Goes Public: Southern Women and the Secession Crisis 


which white women chose their own loyalties and encouraged mem- 
bers of their families to act on their behalf. As a result, it minimizes 
women’s roles in and culpability for the secession crisis as well as in 
the formation of the Confederacy. 

The writing-out of women in the political history of the Civil 
War occurred in Arkansas in much the same way it occurred 
throughout the rest of the American South. To understand this 
process, one needs to look no further than the 1907 Confederate 
Women of Arkansas, a volume published by the United Confederate 
Veterans that contains the personal histories of dozens of 
Confederate women.” In it, several recurring themes emerge. First, 
women sacrifice for the cause and are frequently the targets of 
unjust hostilities. The volume contains many reminiscences of how 
invading Union troops destroyed their homes while the women 
could do little but passively watch their society crumble. Second, 
when women were active, the memoirs emphasize how they 
remained remarkably feminine. They became nurses so that they 
could care for their wounded; they formed aid societies in order to 
raise money and supplies for the troops; they formed sewing circles 
to make uniforms; and they otherwise used their feminine skills in 
the name of the war. Finally, the women highlighted are never 
political agents, and secession is hardly mentioned at all. This ren- 
dition of gender and politics became the official history of women 
and the war, and its legacies continue today. 
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Why They Fought: 
Arkansans Go To War, 186] 


Carl H. Moneyhon 


n the spring and summer of 1861, men from across the South 

began to move into military camps preparing for war. State 
authorities accepted the first volunteers for military service shortly 
after the secession of South Carolina, when many in the South 
came to believe that a war with the North was inevitable. The rush 
to the colors quickened following the Battle of Fort Sumter, 
Lincoln’s call for troops to suppress the insurrection, and the 
increasing determination of the Southern states to resist Lincoln’s 
efforts. Arkansas witnessed the same response as the other new 
Confederate states. Later Arkansas historians reported a flood of 
troops, often asserting numbers of volunteers far beyond the mili- 
tary-aged population present locally when the war broke out. The 
zeal of Arkansas to fight appeared overwhelming, a response that 
seems to defy explanation, given the Western and frontier, rather 
than Southern, character of much of Arkansas. Ultimately, why did 
these men who seemed to have so little at stake in the sectional 
issues that dominated politics during the 1850s and so much to 
gain from remaining in the Union decide to abandon the United 
States and fight for a nation just born? 

Historians have long pondered the motives of the men who 
joined the Confederate army in 1861, or the men who joined any 
army for that matter. That question has become an integral part of 
One of the most hotly debated issues in Civil War history—that is, 
why men fight, and, tangentially, what are the very causes of the 
war. John A. Lynn’s influential study of the motivation of French 
Revolutionary armies published in 1984 was particularly important 
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in establishing the basic framework within which the Westion 

motivation has been examined. Lynn saw the will 9 fight as bei, 

sustained over time by three different steps 1N MOtivationa] deve 

opment: initial motivation, OF the causes that brought men to th 
army; combat motivation, or the motives that nerved men to fi 
battle; and sustaining motivation, the ToEGeS that allowed men 
survive through the challenging conditions of a long war. Of thes, 
initial motivation is critical to the process, for without a Bener, 
rush to enlist, an army could not come into existence. Defining inj 
tial motivation also helps establish the cultural context with, 
which the enlistee’s decision is made.’ 

Why did Civil War soldiers decide to join the army? The best. 
known American scholar who has dealt with this topic is James M 
McPherson. His study of combat motivation, For Cause gn, 
Comrades, published in 1997, begins with a discussion of the MOtives 
that caused men to join both the Union and Confederate armies j, 
1861. He concluded that the initial rush to the colors was part of, 
rage militaire that possessed the men of both sections. What produced 
such an overwhelming desire to fight? McPherson, looking at the 
statements of the volunteers, concluded that Civil War soldiers were 
motivated by patriotism and a sense of doing one’s duty, a deed that 
also brought to the soldier respect, esteem, and honor. McPherson 
saw duty as a response to a moral dilemma, to a situation that pre. 
sented the individual with a choice of supporting good or evil, right 
or wrong. When confronted with such a situation, the soldiers’ cul: 
tural world, that is, the set of ideas that gave their lives meaning, 
obligated them to act. They joined the army because their world view 
obligated them to do their part in defeating evil and bringing the 

conflict to a just or righteous outcome.’ 

While McPherson emphasized the initia] ideological motives of 
Civil War soldiers, ever the cautious historian, he did recogniz 
that every soldier did not fit Conveniently into his generalization. 
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He also acknowledged a basic criticism of his methodology. Some 
historians have suggested that the statements McPherson relied on 
cannot be taken at face value. Historian James McCaffrey has been 
particularly skeptical of this approach to the problem of individual 
motivation. His study of Mexican War soldiers argues that volun- 
teers in that war often masked their real reason for fighting—a 
desire for personal glory—with the rhetoric of patriotism and duty. 
Despite recognizing both the anomalous cases and the criticism of 
his use of evidence, McPherson largely dismissed this line of rea- 
soning. Admitting that McCaffrey’s concern may apply to the writ- 
ings of Civil War soldiers, he discounted it with the observation, “It 
is not clear how he knows this.” McPherson’s support for his own 
position, however, ultimately rests on his own leap of faith. He 
notes, “It is impossible to understand how the huge volunteer 
armies of the Civil War could have come into existence and sus- 
tained such heavy casualties over four years unless many of these 
volunteers really meant what they said about a willingness to die 
for the cause.” 

The existence of men whose motives were not ideological and 
the basic issue of evidence unfortunately leave the central question 
advanced here—Why did men fight?—up in the air. Is it possible 
to generalize with greater certainty about the motives of men who 
went to war in 1861? The soldiers of Arkansas offer a unique group 
of men with which to test McPherson’s conclusions and further 
explore the question of motivation. As a relatively recently settled 
State, one would expect concerns with sectional issues to be less 
important in Arkansas, with the state’s soldiers being motivated to 
a greater degree by other stimuli. The state had become a part of 
the Union only in 1836, and its rapid economic growth and integra- 
tion into the rest of the national economy did not get under way 
fully until the 1850s. Arkansas was a slave state, but its economy 
hardly resembled those of the other slave states of the South. While 
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economies of some of the states sate ans, 
Mississippi, and Ouachita rivers, the economic interests of Mar 
Arkansans looked to the west into Indian Territory, to the Nor 
into Missouri, or toward the northeast where merchants sought th 
means to break the power of New Orleans over their lives, Man 
saw the federal government as a benevolent force that they hope 
would better their futures, especially by facilitating the Constry, 
tion of railroads. Nonetheless, Arkansans responded to the Crisis 
1861 in large numbers, joining units raised across the state to figh, 
for the Confederacy. Did the men who joined do so for the Teason. 
suggested by McPherson, because they saw a moral Crisis thar 
demanded they do their duty? Did other forces play a more impor. 
tant role? The state’s political and economic situation, differen, 
from much of the rest of the South’s, offers the possibility for a dif. 
ferent view of the forces pushing men to join the Confederate army 
A variety of sources offer insights into the question of MOtiya. 
tion. Traditional literary materials used by McPherson have been 
the most common avenue into the question and remain a CTitical 
place to begin. Even in Arkansas, a relatively literate soldiery lef 
numerous letters, diaries, and memoirs that document their mili. 
tary service and often provide statements of the motives Of their 
authors, Despite the possibility that Arkansans might not have the 
same stake in a war as others in the South, any exploration of these 
sources indicates that Arkansas soldiers explained their decision to 
go to arms in much the same terms used by their contemporaries 
across the South. They felt a moral obligation to become soldiers, 
When Arkansas soldiers shared their thoughts concerning their 
decision to join the army, almost all of them in some way or another 
identified one central underlying urge, They enlisted because they 
saw the war as presenting them with a moral dilemma. That dilem. 
ma imposed upon them the sense that they were obl iged to perform 
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a duty. The sense of duty emerged from various sources, but soldiers 
usually indicated that their sense of commitment derived from one 
or a combination of three major cultural institutions. These were 
ideas of responsibility that came from the ideologies that grew out of 
their religion, their sense of citizenship, or their concept of family. 
An officer with the Second Arkansas Mounted Rifles offered a state- 
ment typical of others concerning the role of duty when he wrote to 
his girlfriend in the spring of 1862. James Williamson complained of 
camp life and his great desire to be back home. In the end, he admit- 
ted that he could not bring himself to leave, however. “Duty,” he 
wrote, “seems to call on me to remain where I am.™ 

While most soldiers explained their action in terms of duty, 
they were much less clear about the character of the moral chal- 
lenge that required them to act. Some soldiers were very clear about 
their belief that the crisis had been provoked by the North and that 
secession and war had become necessary to protect Southern rights 
and liberties from an abolitionist North that wished to destroy 
them. They usually failed to explain exactly what rights and liber- 
ties were threatened, but they unquestionably believed that the 
threat was present and duty demanded their service. Stephen T. 
Fair of Benton County, a member of the Second Cherokee 
Regiment, provided a typical explanation of this sort when he 
wrote to his wife shortly after the Battle of Wilson’s Creek in 
August 1861. In that letter, he defined the enemy that he had 
fought and his own purpose in being in the army. The defeated foe 
was an enemy of “Southern rights.”> William E. Bevens, who joined 
the Jackson Guards, which became Company G, First Arkansas 
Infantry, provided a similar assessment of what had driven men to 
war, although it appeared in a memoir written more than fifty years 
after the war. To Bevens, the rush to arms had been universal as 
“plantation-owners, lawyers, doctors, druggists, merchants,—the 
whole South rose as one man to defend its rights.” 
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the plantation system had grown and Lars to dominate the 
economies of some of the state’s counties along the Arkansas 
Mississippi, and Ouachita rivers, the economic interests Of man 
Arkansans looked to the west into Indian Territory, to the North 
into Missouri, or toward the northeast where merchants sought the 
means to break the power of New Orleans over their lives, Many 
saw the federal government as a benevolent force that they hope 
would better their futures, especially by facilitating the constry¢. 
tion of railroads. Nonetheless, Arkansans responded to the crisis of 
1861 in large numbers, joining units raised across the state to fight 
for the Confederacy. Did the men who joined do so for the reason; 
suggested by McPherson, because they saw a moral crisis tha 
demanded they do their duty? Did other forces play a more impor. 
tant role? The state’s political and economic situation, differen, 
from much of the rest of the South’s, offers the possibility for a dif. 
ferent view of the forces pushing men to join the Confederate army. 
A variety of sources offer insights into the question of motiva- 
tion. Traditional literary materials used by McPherson have been 
the most common avenue into the question and remain a critical 
place to begin. Even in Arkansas, a relatively literate soldiery left 
numerous letters, diaries, and memoirs that document their mili- 
tary service and often provide statements of the motives of their 
authors. Despite the possibility that Arkansans might not have the 
same stake in a war as others in the South, any exploration of these 
sources indicates that Arkansas soldiers explained their decision (0 
go to arms in much the same terms used by their contemporaries 
across the South. They felt a moral obligation to become soldiers. 
When Arkansas soldiers shared their thoughts concerning theif 
decision to join the army, almost all of them in some wa y or anothe! 
identified one central underlying urge. They enlisted because the! 
a“ War as presenting them with a moral dilemma. That dilem” 
ma imposed upon them the sense that they were obliged to perform! 
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a duty. The sense of duty emerged from various sources, but soldiers 
usually indicated that their sense of commitment derived from one 
or a combination of three major cultural institutions. These were 
ideas of responsibility that came from the ideologies that grew out of 
their religion, their sense of citizenship, or their concept of family. 
An officer with the Second Arkansas Mounted Rifles offered a state- 
ment typical of others concerning the role of duty when he wrote to 
his girlfriend in the spring of 1862. James Williamson complained of 
camp life and his great desire to be back home. In the end, he admit- 
ted that he could not bring himself to leave, however. “Duty,” he 
wrote, “seems to call on me to remain where I am.” 

While most soldiers explained their action in terms of duty, 
they were much less clear about the character of the moral chal- 
lenge that required them to act. Some soldiers were very clear about 
their belief that the crisis had been provoked by the North and that 
secession arid war had become necessary to protect Southern rights 
and liberties from an abolitionist North that wished to destroy 
them. They usually failed to explain exactly what rights and liber- 
ties were threatened, but they unquestionably believed that the 
threat was present and duty demanded their service. Stephen T. 
Fair of Benton County, a member of the Second Cherokee 
Regiment, provided a typical explanation of this sort when he 
wrote to his wife shortly after the Battle of Wilson’s Creek in 
August 1861. In that letter, he defined the enemy that he had 
fought and his own purpose in being in the army. The defeated foe 
was an enemy of “Southern rights.”> William E. Bevens, who joined 
the Jackson Guards, which became Company G, First Arkansas 
Infantry, provided a similar assessment of what had driven men to 
war, although it appeared in a memoir written more than fifty years 
after the war. To Bevens, the rush to arms had been universal as 
“plantation-owners, lawyers, doctors, druggists, merchants,—the 
whole South rose as one man to defend its rights.” 
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For other soldiers, the crisis was not the need to protect Southerp 
rights and liberties but the necessity of defending the newbor 
Confederacy, with soldiers often seeing the war as aM assertion of the 
South’s peculiar nationalism. These men had readily transferred thejy 
ideas of loyalty to the nation from the United States to the 
Confederacy. Alex E. Spence explained it this way in a letter to his sis. 
ter back home in Arkadelphia, written shortly before he left Little 
Rock for Virginia with the First Arkansas: “You need not look for me 
home as long as I have an arm to strike for the ‘Southern Confederacy 
should she need my Services.” In fact, he was willing to die for the 
cause, Writing, “I expect the most of us have seen Arkadelphia and itg 
inhabitants perhaps for the last time.” William Wakefield Garner of 
Van Buren offered similar sentiments in a letter written to his sister 
in the autumn of 1861 and justifying the death of her son from one of 
the many illnesses that ravaged military camps during the war. He 
urged her not to grieve because her son had done his duty. “Your boy 
is gone, he has fallen,” he explained, “but honor to his name. It was 
in a good and righteous cause in defending his country from the ray. 
ages of a relentless foe.”* W. L. Gammage, a surgeon with the Fourth 
Arkansas Infantry who authored in 1864 one of the first memoirs 
from the war, summed up his view of the motivation of those men 
who vied with each other to organize the army when he wrote that 
they desired to “sustain our new government.” Another young 
Arkansan remembered that when the war broke out, “a good Many 
men in their thirties and boys in their teens were anxious to be enlist. 
ed in some company to protect the Confederate states.” 

A more common motive than either a defense of Southern 
rights or the fighting for the Confederacy was the decision to fight 
as a response to the threat the North presented to one’s family and 
local community. Many believed that a Northern victory would 
somehow enslave the people of the South and their families. 
Benjamin F Boone, a member of one of the state units recruited in 
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the summer of 1861, wrote to his wife on the eve of his departure 
from his training camp to join General Ben McCulloch’s army 
south of Springfield, offering a justification of what might be the 
loss of his life in battle. This shows how the sense of obligation 
could often emerge from several sources. While he warned that 
might die, he did not believe his death would be a pointless one. He 
explained to his wife that, should he fall, she was to remember, “it 
will be for your and our childrens liberty and the freedom of our 
country” that he fought. Such a cause was “holy and just.” Clearly 
it was his duty to fight and possibly die in such a situation." 

Strengthening the idea of duty was the belief held by many that 
if men carried out their responsibilities, they would produce a tri- 
umph of a social and moral good. On the other hand, at least some 
soldiers also perceived that their actions might enhance their posi- 
tion, particularly bringing about public recognition that attached 
honor to themselves and their family. Honor gave the soldier dis- 
tinction and ultimately greater status in his community. Lewis 
Butler of the Third Arkansas Infantry wrote from Virginia in 
August 1861 of his hopes that the Confederates would conquer the 
enemy on the field of battle. He worried about death and asked for 
his sister’s prayers to lead him safely through battle. If he survived, 
however, he believed that victory and his own contribution to that 
outcome would allow him to return to Arkansas “with honor." G. 
T. Whisemate, a Searcy resident in the Seventh Infantry, wrote to 
his wife from Pocahontas in July 1861 in a similar vein, informing 
her of his life in camp, expressing his fears, but also expressing his 
personal hopes for what the war would bring to him. Like Butler, 
Whisemate feared that he might die, but if he did not, he believed 
he would bring home “with me a name of honor that will never die 
for I will not back from the danger." 

An exploration of traditional sources shows that the men of 
Arkansas attributed the same kinds of motives to their enlistment as 
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their peers elsewhere in the South used to explain their own actions, 
The majority of men explained their behavior aS being driven by 
patriotism, by a sense of duty, or by the hope for honor within thej; 
community. So is McPherson right about the influences at work jn 
the Confederacy and in Arkansas in 1861? One might ask of 
Arkansas troops the same question McCaffrey posed in his Mexican 
War study: How can we know that in their letters home they are 
revealing their true feelings? It is possible that this question may be 
answered by looking beyond the reasons that they gave. Does other 
evidence provide further insight into the motives of the volunteers 
of 1861? One approach is to examine the characteristics of these 
men, asking who they were and if they shared anything in common 
that could offer clues to their motivations. 

We actually know relatively little about the characteristics of 
the soldiers of 1861. Fortunately, it is possible to determine with 
some degree of accuracy who volunteered. Service records of 
Arkansas regiments offer relatively accurate lists of the men who 
were in the Confederate army, including such information as the 
time of their enlistment and age. Finding these same men in cen. 
sus records and tax rolls adds even more detail to their personal 
identity, allowing their economic situations and social qualities to 
be distinguished. Correlating the names in the service records with 
those in other public records is not always an easy task. Names are 
misspelled and families were not counted. Still, the fact that serv. 
ice records provide the age of volunteers and where their compa. 
nies were recruited helps in more accurately connecting these 
sources and the information they provide. What does such infor. 
mation tell us about why these men may have joined the 
Confederate army? Does it confirm or refute the motives that they 
offered for their decision in their letters, diaries, and memoirs? 

An examination of a sample of Arkansas companies that were 
raised in the spring and summer of 1861 provides the kind of infor- 
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necessary to create a fuller picture of the Arkansas volunteer. 
mation D le consists of four companies, chosen for the time of their 
The ee but also for the variety of communities from Which they 
ee first of these units was Co. A, Sixth Arkansas Infantry, the 
came. T - uards,” organized at Little Rock by Captain John G. 
“Capital and ventered around one of Pulaski County’s antebellum 
Fletcher mpanies. The second was Company C of the Sixth, the 
militia i fles,” brought to Little Rock from Dallas County to be 
“Dallas nn by Captain Foster J. Cameron. The third also came from 
saee Company E or the “Dixie Grays,” captained by Sam Smith 
the ee his company in Arkansas County. The final unit was 
who ead Arkansas Infantry, recruited in June 186] by Captain 
Co. 7 baie from Randolph County. 
Pees companies were chosen as samples despite the fact that 
= of them come from the same regiment because they were 
thre the first to be organized at the outbreak of the war. They also 
gomen a good sample of the diversity of Arkansas’s society and 
geography at the time. In 1860, Pulaski County was a community of 
small farms and some plantations, but with the presence of Little 
Rock, it also represented the closest thing to an urbanized popula- 
tion in the state. Despite the presence of plantation Slavery, only 
thirty percent of the population was slaves. Arkansas County, on the 
other hand, was as close to a traditional plantation county as could 
be found. Its farms and plantations produced crops valued at more 
than five million dollars in 1860, twice as much as Pulaski County, 
and nearly fifty-six percent of its population was slave. Dallas 
County presented a more complex economic picture, with some 
plantations along the Ouachita River bottoms, but smaller farms 
dominating the land away from the river. The value of the crops on 
these farms was less than twenty percent of that of Arkansas County, 
and only twenty-eight percent of the population was slave. Finally, 
Randolph County had some farms, but many were of a subsistence 
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hundred men 1n these four units, there 
hat provide much information on their 
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t part, were Wholeheartedly in sup. 
their people, at least for the most par, el a Pp 
f the Confederacy suggests that the same forces probably were 
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at work within them as elsewhere.” Similar influences a have 
expresse 
produced comparable motives as those exp y other 
Arkansans. If the motives were much the same, then the volunteers 
for the four companies would have given reasons for their enlist. 
ment that resembled those already seen. Did these men share char- 
acteristics despite the differences in the communities from which 
they came? Did they somehow share a set of cultural values that 
overrode the differences among them that demanded that they go 
to war? The search for something common among these volunteers 
must first of all take into account the striking fact that they actual- 
ly shared few characteristics. The heterogeneity of the men in the 
companies and regiments organized in the spring and summer of 
1861 is remarkable. 
The di ithi nF oe 
: ee within the military companies begin with the 
very origins 0 i oe 
that ie. ili the men in them. Historians often have assumed 
st military companies reflecte 
ia their names. In fact, in the case 
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» Only one had a Majority of men 
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Grays” had the smallest number of local residents—only twenty 


from Arkansas 
County. Who were the rest of the men? They came trom 


nine percent of the men in the company were 


: all over, 
some not even trom Arkansas. Time passed between When eapaans 


originally enrolled their companies and when regiments were 
formed. To fill up their units to full company strength, otlicers ultic 
mately accepted almost anyone into Contederate service. New men 
joined almost everywhere, from where the companies first organs 
ized, along the march to their point of muster, and in their training 
camps. An author writing about the character of companies formed 
at Little Rock recognized this when he wrote, “this being the capi- 
tal of the State, it is to be presumed that the companies organized 
here were recruited to some extent from adjoining counties." 
Even those men who came from the counties where these units 
were formed hardly presented a picture of homogeneity. Their 
occupations represented one mark of their diversity. The men of 
the “Dallas Rifles” came primarily from occupations connected 
with farming, but not all were farm owners. Landless common 
laborers constituted the largest single group in the company with 
sixty-four percent of men coming from that group. Eighteen per- 
cent were farmers or the sons of farmers. Another eighteen percent 
came from the small towns of the county, listing themselves as pro- 
fessionals, merchants, clerks, or craftsmen. The “Dixie Grays” pre- 
sented a similar diverse pattern, with forty-one percent of the total 
listing themselves as laborers. Men classified as farmers made up 
another twenty-two percent and overseers another fourteen per- 
cent. The remaining twenty-three percent included a few profes- 
Sionals, merchants, clerks, a student, and one individual listing 
himself as a gentleman. In “Martin’s Company,” all but eleven per- 
cent were farmers. The “Capital Guards” differed the most in its 
constitution from the other three. Craftsmen made up the largest 
Occupational group, at twenty-seven percent. ‘Twenty-four percent 
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of the company were clerks, and twenty-one percent were mer. 
chants. Only one percent came from among common laborers, ang 
the remaining twenty-seven percent consisted of a student, ap 
orphan, and farmers and farm laborers. 

Ownership of slaves also provides a marker of status within 
antebellum communities, and, again, the background of recruits 
differed greatly. Dallas County’s recruits came even more heavily 
from families with vested interests in slavery that would have been 
expected given slave ownership there. Thirty-six percent of the 
“Dallas Rifles” either owned slaves or came from slave-owning 
households, while in the county, only twenty-nine percent of 
households owned slaves. In Arkansas County, thirty-five percent 
of families owned slaves, and the same percentage of enlistees were 
either slave owners or in families with slaves. In Randolph Counry, 
none of the men who enlisted were slaveowners. Pulaski County’ 
“Capital Guards,” with most of the recruits coming from the town 
rather than the surrounding countryside, presented the greatest 
contrast with the surrounding community. While twenty-six per. 
cent of the county’s households had slaves, only eight percent of 
the Guards had any direct connection with slave ownership. 

The diverse backgrounds of the soldiers of 1861 were apparent 
not only in any statistical analysis but also to the men themselves, 
The soldiers recognized the diversity of social classes among their 
fellow soldiers, a diversity that they often perceived in terms of cul- 
tural values. Henry Morton Stanley, who enlisted in the “Dixie 
Grays” at the age of 17, believed that his own company possessed 
some similarity of character, but he saw his regiment as consisting 
of men from much more varied backgrounds. In the case of his own 
company, he believed it to be a “choice one” when “compared with 
many others.” What made them “choice” in his view was the exis- 
tence of what he called the “leaven of sentlehood,” which reflected 
the possession of a common value system. He doubted that less 
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than a fifth of the regiment possessed such attributes, however. The 
remainder were “rough and untaught soldiers” whom he feared 
were “apt to be perverting in time.”” 

Stanley’s assessment was similar to that of men in units raised 
across Arkansas who perceived that many of their fellow soldiers 
were little like them. W. J. Peel of the Sixteenth Arkansas found the 
army in the northwest to be filled with men he called vagabonds, 
whom he believed “only serve to give an army a bad name and real- 
ly do no good.”” George Woosley of the Twenty-fourth Arkansas rec- 
ognized the same cultural differences in religious terms, when he 
complained to his wife of the challenges men in camp presented to 
his values. “It takes a man with firmness,” he wrote, “to live in camp 
a christan [sic] life.” Surgeon Junius Bragg of Camden recognized 
many of the same intense cultural divisions among the men in camp 
when he informed his mother, “I presume there is no situation in 
which a man can be placed, so well calculated to corrupt and ruin 
him morally, as living in a camp.”” Elliott H. Fletcher, a planter from 
Mill Bayou, was more explicit in his warning to his soldier son that 
he would find men not only of inferior moral status but also of a 
lower class. “You and I, my dear son, are both too exclusive and aris- 
tocratic in our personal tastes and sentiments for the circumstances 
that surround us,” he counseled. “We must yield somewhat to the 
inexorable necessities of the caste, or else we incur mortifications.”” 

The same awareness was not always expressed in a negative 
sense, however. In some cases, soldiers recognized that they were 
thrown into a world of individual differences in which precon- 
ceived notions of social position meant very little. Philip 
Stephenson of the Thirteenth Arkansas was representative of this 
type, coming to realize each of his fellows had to be seen as unique 
and evaluated on their own terms. “The army was a wonderful 
revealer of character,” he wrote, “and even my young eyes learned 
soon to distinguish and discriminate the differences in men.’ 
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A look at just a few of the men who joined these and other 
companies points up the great diversity among the volunteers of 
1861 and the difficulty in determining what brought them togeth. 
er in their common endeavor. Henry Stanley of the Sixth 
Arkansas, for example, was not even born in the South. Stanley 
had come to Arkansas from England in the late 1850s and haq 
been working for only a short time at the store in Arkansas 
County. As a British citizen, he had no obligation whatsoever to 
serve. In the Sixth, Stanley would serve with Ralph L. Goodrich, 
Goodrich not only was from the North, he also had only recently 
arrived in Little Rock while on a trip. A graduate of Hobart 
College in New York, he was the son of a fairly prominent aboli- 
tionist. Equally out of place was Lieutenant Oliver Gray, who 
helped to organize a company of the Third Arkansas Cavalry. Born 
in Maine, he had moved to Minnesota as a teen, and had arrived 
in Dallas County, where he had settled to teach school at 
Princeton, only just before the war. An Englishman, an abolition- 
ist, and a midwesterner joined up with young men such as Dan 
Goree of the “Dixie Grays,” son of one of Arkansas County’s 
wealthiest physicians and planters, as well as the even more numer- 
ous landless laborers of the South. What possibly served as a com- 
mon motivation for such men? Did these men have any identical 
traits that would explain their rush to the colors in 1861 > 

Some common characteristics did appear among the four hun- 
dred enlistees in the sample counties. The similarities that did exist 
suggest the possibility that reasons other than ideological ones 
prompted their actions. The first characteristic shared by most of 
these men was their youth. The youngest group, on the whole, wert 
the men of “Martin’s Company,” in which the average age of the 
men recruited in 1861 was twenty-one and the oldest man in the 
company only thirty. The average age of the men of the “Dixie 
Grays” was twenty-three, although one thirty-seven-year-old mat 
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joined, who remained with the unit until the war’s end. In the 
“Dallas Rifles,” the average age was twenty-four. The Rifles also 
included a fifty-year-old and a forty-eight-year-old recruit, but nei- 
ther of these men survived service beyond the first year of the war. 
The townsmen of the “Capital Guards” were the oldest, with an 
average age of twenty-seven, and one man who was forty-one. In 
fact, the actual ages of the men in these companies may have been 
even lower, for census figures show some recruits whom the mus- 
tering officers listed as eighteen to be much younger. At least five 
members of the “Dallas Rifles” who were listed as eighteen were 
younger. The youngest was W. R. Harley, whom the census showed 
to be thirteen. Two members of the “Dixie Grays” misrepresented 
their age, including physician’s son Dan D. Goree, who was only 
thirteen. Goree probably came along to fight alongside his four 
brothers, and no one bothered to contradict his assertion that he 
was old enough to fight. Three of the Pulaski County recruits fit 
into the category, the youngest being Frederick Brock, whose actu- 
al age in 1861 would have been sixteen. 

In addition to their relative youth, possibly an even more impor- 
tant characteristic united many of these men: bachelorhood. Most of 
these recruits were not married. The unit with the largest number of 
married men was the “Capital Guards,” but still sixty-eight percent 
of these recruits were not married at the time they enlisted. The 
other units were composed of even higher numbers of unmarried 
men. In “Martin’s Company,” eighty-five percent of the men were 
not married. Eighty-seven percent of the “Dixie Grays” were not 
married. The “Dallas Rifles” had the highest number of unmarried 
men, with ninety-two percent. The great majority of these volunteers 
were not only young, but they also had few obligations within their 
communities, few connections to tie them down. 

Why, then, did the majority of recruits in 1861 join the army? 
The backgrounds of the men of the four Arkansas companies exam- 
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ined here present a picture of men who shared few of the character- 
istics that would account for any well-developed social or political 
ideas concerning the crisis of 1861. They represented diverse com- 
munities, with many men joining companies with men they did 
not know. They shared little in the way of economic or social iden- 
tity. The men recognized that their units consisted of men from a 
wide variety of cultural backgrounds as well. They did, however, 
share youth and marital status. At least some of the men themselves 
suggest that it was the latter two attributes that produced their 
motivation. They came not from some deep-seated patriotic 
motives, but rather they simply responded to the impulses that 
govern young men. They wished, in contemporary terms, to “see 
the elephant,” to do something exciting that they had never done 
before, to fight. When Henry Stanley recalled the motives of his fel- 
low soldiers in the “Dixie Grays,” he concluded that there were at 
least some “passionate patriots” among the men in his company. 
He believed, however, that most came as the result of other impuls- 
es, motivating reasons that included an “appetite for glory, the 
desire of applause, a fondness for military excitement, or because 
they were infected with the general craze.” He also noted, however, 
that many came “to avoid tedious toil, or from the wildness of 
youth.” They came because it was the thing that a young, unmar- 
ried man would be expected to do,” 

The testimony of volunteers in other units adds validity t 
Stanley's observation about the limited role played by political or 
social ideology among the men of the “Dixie Grays.” Among 
Stanley’s other forces, the anxiety to prove one’s manhood was fre- 
quently one of the individual motives to appear. While American 
society attributed many different characteristics to manhood, brav- 
ery certainly was a major element, and war was an age-old environ- 
ment to test a man’s courage. Most wrote not only of their desire 10 
prove their own courage, but also of th ed destre ig char tial they 
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were not the opposite of brave men, to demonstrate that they were 
not cowards. Sumter Rowland, a young soldier with the Third 
Arkansas Infantry, wrote a letter from Virginia in the summer of 
1861 that expressed his own uncertainty about how he would 
behave in battle. He hoped, however, to prove that he could act in 
the right way. “I do not believe I am a coward,” he wrote to his sis- 
ter, “but believe I can face the music.” To hurry the test, he insist- 
ed that he was “eager for the fray.”” 

Even when the men did not discuss directly their desire to 
prove themselves as men, it is clear that many in their communi- 
ties understood the importance this idea played in their society and 
used it to encourage men to join the army. Lorenzo A. Miers, who 
joined the Third Arkansas in the summer of 1861, described a 
recruiting speech he heard that June. When only twelve men 
stepped forward to sign up, the officer trying to form the company 
stepped forward and told the rest of the men “he was going to send 
for lot of hoop skirts & fine bonnets, dress the men up & put them 
in the parlor.” Miers reacted strongly. “I could not stand that,” he 
wrote and then returned to Union County and joined the army. He 
would later admit, “I went to keep from being called a coward.”” 
Henry Stanley provided a similar account of his own entry into the 
“Dixie Grays.” Stanley apparently had no real interest in joining 
the unit being raised in Arkansas County until he received a parcel, 
addressed in a feminine hand, that he supposed was some token of 
regard. Instead he found it to contain a “chemise and petticoat, 
such as a negro lady’s-maid might wear.” Embarrassed by the 
affront, when asked that afternoon if he intended to “join the 
valiant children of Arkansas to fight,” he answered yes.” 

Other soldiers expressed other non-ideological reasons for their 
decision to enlist, although these did not appear as frequently. John 
Lavender of Mount Ida, who joined the “Montgomery Hunters,” 
which became part of the Fourth Arkansas Infantry, was one of these. 
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In his memoirs, Lavender wrote, “I had always liked to read History 
of war and always determined to go to a war should the Opportunity 
turn up. Well it turned up.”” Lavender could not resist the desire to 
see for himself what war was like and signed up. Some appear simply 
to have joined for a fight. Indeed, the simple desire for a fight recurs 
again and again among the writings of soldiers. Ras Stirman of 
Washington County, another soldier who joined one of the early state 
regiments in 1861, was typical. In one of his letters, written from 
northwest Arkansas in July 1861, he reported that the troops were in 
fine spirits and wanted to fight. He noted that the men were keen for 
“a chance at the lagger beer Saloons” in Springfield.” 

Their behavior when they entered the army adds even more 
support to the idea that many of the recruits of 1861 joined for the 
excitement the prospective military service offered. They appeared 
to see military service as something of a lark. Peter Hotze of the 
Sixth Arkansas recorded in his diary that, while in Little Rock, the 
men of the regiment were “loud and noisy during the night... 
there was a lot of drinking and singing going on and the band 
played, so that I was quite often awakened from all that noise.” 
Henry Stanley, who camped at Little Rock with Hotze, may have 
lain awake on the same nights; he also recalled the camp to be filled 
with singing and drinking throughout the night. He believed that 
many considered the war to be little more than a summer picni¢ 
and all believed it would be over in sixty or ninety days. Few imag’ 
ined the serious prospects they would face.” A soldier from the 
Second Arkansas Infantry noted a similar lack of seriousness whe! 
he reported that the men in his company were “much disposed ! 
do as they pleased,” since they consisted largely of “green countty 
boys and young men.”* 

In short, the evidence strongly suggests that few of Arkansas’ 
soldiers volunteered in 1861 because of any sort of ideological co” 
sideration. Still, we are confronted with the testimony of so mat! 
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of them who emphasized patriotic motives for their behavior in 
their letters home and later in their memoirs. Where did these 
ideas come from? Possibly, men incorporated them into their atti- 
tudes about the war only after they entered the service. Their very 
decision to enter the army brought them into a world of change 
that would ultimately alter their very identities. The army provid- 
ed them with motives that could be used to explain and justify their 
decision to enlist to their families and friends, explanations that 
often were not made until the soldier had been in the service for 
several months. The military of 1861 did not possess the notions of 
psychology that make it possible to understand the motivation of 
modern armies, but it did possess the accumulated practical knowl- 
edge gained by soldiers from ancient times forward to instill spirit 
in its men. From their very first day in the army, the men received 
a constant bombardment of patriotic rhetoric from politicians, offi- 
cers, and the good people of their communities that explained why 
they now must fight and die. They heard such speeches as that of 
Captain Sam Smith of the Grays as he accepted a company flag 
from the women of Little Rock. Smith thanked the ladies, then 
addressed his men. “You go as sacrifices upon the altar of your 
country,” he said. “You go with the expectation, and I hope with the 
heartfelt willingness, to lay down your lives, if necessary, to sustain 
the honor and reputation of our glorious newly formed 
Confederacy.” His stem-winding speech ended with his admoni- 
tion: “Let every one be inspired with the determination to take a 
stand, either to live or die in Dixie.” 

If the injunctions of their officers were not enough, they faced the 
likes of Miss Lillian T. Rozelle of Pine Bluff, who told the men of the 
“Jefferson Guards”: “You go, braves ones, to struggle in the dearest 
cause an American heart has at stake—the rights of this hallowed 
land of the South! Remember ‘it was liberty, not Union, for which our 
forefathers fought.’ ... Let the sacred motto be inscribed on every 


71 


Stl 


The Die Is Cast: Arkansas Goes to War. 18600 


heart, ‘Honi soit qui maly pense,’ or ‘Evil be to him who evil thinks of it x 


Here were all of the ideas that soldiers used to explain their absence. 
duty to secure rights, liberty, the Confederacy, and honor; and, Will. 
ingness to suffer a noble death if necessary to achieve those ends, 

Joining the army for adventure, and then quickly indoctrinay. 
ed with more patriotic reasons to justify their decision, soldier, 
would find that neither set of ideas prepared them for what they 
ultimately encountered. Actual life in the military quickly djs. 
pelled any ideas that their service would be a picnic. Doing one’, 
duty would be a serious test. The men of the Sixth Arkansas left 
Little Rock for Pocahontas, one of the points chosen to concentrate 
the state’s troops for training, on June 19 with drums beating and 
colors flying, witnessed by a large crowd who went to the rive; 
crossing to see them off. Two days later, a private with the “Capita] 
Guards” recorded the impact of the march in his diary. Men had 
fallen by the wayside, too sick and tired to march. Peter Hotze 
wrote, “Kremmer got Diarriah, Lincolns feet hurt, Robert Watson 
had a headache. The whole company was totally exhausted when 
we arrived at our camp.”” Henry Stanley described the same 
march, writing “we had no sooner reached the precincts of the 
camp than we embraced the ground, pains and aches darting 
through every tortured limb, feet blistered and bleeding, our backs 
scorched, and our shoulders inflamed.” 

Worse was yet to come. At Pocahontas where the Sixth and 
Seventh mustered into Confederate service, the men experienced 
an even greater test of their willingness to do their duty: disease. 
Typhoid fever swept through the camp. Measles followed there- 
after. Henry Stanley believed that at least fifty men in the regiment 
died from “typhus, or malarious fever, aggravated by fatigue and 
wretched rations.”” The experience at Pocahontas typified that of 
men throughout the army. Soldiers with the Third Arkansas in 
Virginia suffered a similar confrontation with the new realities of 
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camp life, with one of its soldiers writing in August 1861, “The 
measles have been through our whole regiment and has been fatal 
to some who taken cold with it and turned to newmonia [sic].”” 

Then these men actually went to war. The Sixth Arkansas 
fought at Shiloh, where one lieutenant reported that the men went 
through charge after charge, where they were exposed to the most 
galling fire, yet fought with the intrepidity of veterans.” In the 
process, however, the “Capital Guards,” who went into the fight 
with only thirty-one effectives. They officially lost only one man, 
but service records show ten casualties, thirty-two percent of the 
company’s strength. The other companies suffered comparable 
losses. The Seventh was also there, earning the nickname, “The 
Bloody Seventh.” Decimated in early fighting, the Sixth and 
Seventh were consolidated in December 1862 and went on to fight 
in all of the major campaigns of the Army of Tennessee. Few were 
left of either regiment when the company surrendered in North 
Carolina on April 26, 1865.” 

By the spring of 1862, the realities of war challenged all of the 
ideas that the soldiers may have possessed when they joined. They 
were involved in a world with little adventure, in which death in 
the name of a cause was hardly romantic. It was a world of real hor- 
ror, one that was nothing like the one they had left behind. To sus- 
tain themselves in their new world, they now had to learn new rules 
and find new motives to fight. Private Stanley recalled how every- 
thing had changed. “I had to learn that that which was unlawful to 
a civilian was lawful to the soldier,” he wrote. “The ‘Thou shalt not’ 
of the Decalogue, was now translated ‘Thou shalt.’ Thou shalt kill, 
lie, steal, blaspheme, covet, and hate.... The prohibition to do these 
things was removed, and indulgence in licence [sic] and excess was 
permissible. My only consolation ... was, that I was an instrument 
in the strong, forceful grip of circumstance, and could no more free 
myself than I could fly.” 
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camp life, with one of its soldiers writing in August 1861, “The 
measles have been through our whole regiment and has been fatal 
to some who taken cold with it and turned to newmonia [sic]. 

Then these men actually went to war. The Sixth Arkansas 
fought at Shiloh, where one lieutenant reported that the men went 
through charge after charge, where they were exposed to the most 
galling fire, yet fought with the intrepidity of veterans." In the 
process, however, the “Capital Guards,” who went into the fight 
with only thirty-one effectives. They officially lost only one man, 
but service records show ten casualties, thirty-two percent of the 
company’s strength. The other companies suffered comparable 
losses. The Seventh was also there, earning the nickname, “The 
Bloody Seventh.” Decimated in early fighting, the Sixth and 
Seventh were consolidated in December 1862 and went on to fight 
in all of the major campaigns of the Army of Tennessee. Few were 
left of either regiment when the company surrendered in North 
Carolina on April 26, 1865.” 

By the spring of 1862, the realities of war challenged all of the 
ideas that the soldiers may have possessed when they joined. They 
Were involved in a world with little adventure, in which death in 
the name of a cause was hardly romantic. It was a world of real hor- 
ror, one that was nothing like the one they had left behind. To sus- 
tain themselves in their new world, they now had to learn new rules 
and find new motives to fight. Private Stanley recalled how every- 
thing had changed. “I had to learn that that which was unlawful to 
a civilian was lawful to the soldier,” he wrote. “The ‘Thou shalt not’ 
of the Decalogue, was now translated ‘Thou shalt.’ Thou shalt kill, 
lie, steal, blaspheme, covet, and hate.... The prohibition to do these 
things was removed, and indulgence in licence [sic] and exces ii 
Permissible. My only consolation ... Was that I was an ane 
in the Strong, forceful grip of circumstance, and could no more iree 
myself than I could fly.” 
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In the military world, few of the rationales that soldiers used to 
explain their behavior and their lives in 1861 helped give meaning 
to their new experiences. Indeed, few of them appeared to have 
gone to war holding any deep political or cultural attitudes about 
the conflict itself but rather they went to pursue excitement and 
individual glory. Their leaders, both military and political, quickly 
gave them ample reasons that allowed them to justify their behay- 
ior in patriotic terms. Warfare, however, could hardly be sustained 
by such motives over the long run. The practical business of wag. 
ing war would ultimately demand much more to give these men a 
reason to remain. As suggested by Lynn in his study of the French 
armies, sustaining combat motivation would have to develop. 
Arkansas’s Confederate soldiers would be forced to find new means 
to sustain themselves during the next four years of war. 
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“A Remarkably Strong 
Union Sentiment”: 
Unionism in Arkansas in 186] 


Thomas A. DeBlack 


hen talking about Unionism in Arkansas in 1861, it is neces- 
W:. to put that year and the state into a larger historical con- 
text. For Unionism in Arkansas, and throughout the South for that 
matter, was not something that sprang full-blown in 1861. Rather, 
it rested on a long-standing tradition stretching back to the begin- 
ning of the Republic. So perhaps we should begin by noting that no 
one familiar with the history of the United States in the antebellum 
era should be surprised by the fact that there was a large reservoir 
of Union sentiment in the South in 1861. For most of the seventy- 
two years from the founding of the Republic in 1789 to the out- 
break of the Civil War in 1861, Southerners had been the nation’s 
foremost nationalists. 

And why shouldn’t they have been? They had dominated the 
national government. As historian James McPherson has noted, 
“During the first seventy-two years of the republic down to 1861, a 
Slaveholding resident of one of the states that joined the 
Confederacy had been President of the United States for forty-nine 
of those years—more than two-thirds of the time. In Congress, 
twenty-three of the thirty-six speakers of the House and twenty- 
four of the presidents pro tem of the Senate had been southerners. 
The Supreme Court always had a southern majority; twenty of fy 
thirty-five justices to 186] had been appointed from slave states. 

Southerners not only dominated the national government, they 

, defend it. The “War 
Were in the forefront of those who fought to 
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Hawks,” those ardent, aggressive young nationalists who lobbied 
for a second war with Great Britain in the early years of the nine- 
teenth century, were mainly Southerners, including a young 
Carolinian named John C. Calhoun. When events in that war did- 
n't go well, it was another Southerner, Andrew Jackson, who bailed 
them out and salvaged the nation’s honor with his epic victory at 
New Orleans in January 1815. Jackson’s victory ushered in a wave 
of nationalist feeling that eventually made him president. 

Southerners were also among the nation’s foremost nationalists 
in the Mexican-American War. Many of the men who would later 
lead Confederate armies played important roles in that conflict. (P. G- 
T. Beauregard, John Pemberton, James Longstreet, George Pickett 
Albert Sydney Johnston, Joseph E. Johnston, Braxton Bragg, and, of 
course, Robert E. Lee and Jefferson Davis come to mind.) 

Perhaps then it is not surprising that, in 1861, Abraham 
Lincoln overestimated the extent of Southern Unionism and 
counted on it to head off secession and war. As David Herbert 
Donald has noted, Lincoln believed that, despite the loud rhetoric 
of the secessionists, Unionists were a large majority in the South, 
and given time for tempers to cool, they would be able to defeat the 
secessionists. He placed great faith in the Old Whig 
South and, Donald notes, he “did not believe that any sizable num 


ber of rational citizens could contemplate disrupting the best g°Y" 
ernment the world had ever seen.” 
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Of course, secession did occur, and the war came. What 
changed? The obvious answer, of course, is that the controversy 
over the expansion of slavery intensified until it split the two sec- 
tions apart. There is, however, another way to look at the issue. 
Historian Alan Brinkley contends that Americans in the mid- 
nineteenth century liked to believe that the United States was a 
Nation especially ordained by God, and that the Union represent- 
ed a beacon of liberty and stability that would serve as a model to 
the rest of the world. But in fact, Brinkley argues, in many ways 
the United States was not a nation at all but rather a highly 
decentralized confederation of states with very little in com- 
MOn—states that remained together because the Union was so 
loose, the central authority of the nation so weak, that differences 
did not have to be confronted. As the nation began to move in 
the direction of greater national unity in the 1840s, it encoun- 
tered major obstacles. Therefore Southerners could afford to be 
Strong champions of the Union, as long as the federal govern- 
Ment lett them largely alone.’ 

And even if we accept William Freehling’s contention that, on 
the national level, 1854 marked a decisive turning point in the 
Struggle between Southern Unionists and secessionists, Arkansas 
Seems to be out of the mainstream of Southern thought. For even 
after 1854, antiunionist or disunionist sentiment found very little 
Support among the majority of Arkansans. Now it is true that even 
4s early as the early 1850s, several members of the state’s ruling 
elite, men like Robert Ward Johnson, Thomas Hindman, John 
Selden Roane, William Sebastian, and Solon Borland, were strong 
spokesmen for Southern rights. When, in 1850, Johnson issued an 
“Address to the People of Arkansas,” which questioned whether the 
North and South could remain “under a common government for 
a period beyond this Congress” and called for “OME rights under the 
Constitution within or without the Union,” his appeal fell on deaf 
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ears, and Johnson was forced to do a furious backpedal in order to 
regain his political viability.’ 

William Woodruff’s Arkansas State Gazette and Democrat chid- 
ed Johnson for what it called his “peculiar views” and added, “It is 
the universal sentiment that the Union must be preserved; and the 
universal belief is that it cannot be dissolved.’® A resident of Chicot 
County, in the heart of the state’s cotton-producing region, agreed. 
In a letter to Woodruff’s paper, he proclaimed himself to be 4 
strong supporter of slavery and Southern rights, but also “a Union 
man” and a friend of compromise. He condemned Johnson’s views 
as “offensive in terms and heretical in principle” and concluded 
that “[a]s long as the South deals in bombastic declamation if 
regard to Southern chivalry, disunion, secession, southern confed- 
eracy, and all such nonsense, the patriotic, honest men of the free 
states will not unite with them, and the question will remain unset 
tled.” He added that a tour of the state satisfied him “that Arkansas 
is still American, altogether American, in hope, thought, and feel- 
ing.” Whig leader Albert Pike declared that he was “for the Union, 
the whole Union, and nothing less than the Union.” 

Events that increasingly polarized the nation seemed to have 
had little impact in Arkansas. When the bill creating the Kansas 
and Nebraska territories passed Congress in 1854, a Chicot Counly 
planter, writing to renew his Subscription to the New York Weekly 


Times, assured the editor that the whole controversy “is a subject 


rarely ever thought of, or mentioned down here in the midst of the 


great cotton region of Mississippi —that there is no interest OF feel- 
ing in connection with it whatever.” 

Even the outbreak of fighting there in 1856 did little to chang® 
the minds of most Arkansans, despite the fact that Kansas lay less 


than a hundred miles from Arkansas’s northwestern border: A 
Camden newspaper urged its readers to 
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crops.” As late as February 1860, the editor of the Arkansas Gazette 
noted, “[I]t is our belief that the American Union stands on a 
firmer foundation than ever before. The union of these States is 
cemented by a community of interest which will forever operate as 
a natural check to secession or dissolution.... We may assure our- 
Selves that the Union is not in danger.”” 

Why this strong attachment to the Union? Why this seeming 
dichotomy between Arkansas and many of the other slave states? 
There are several reasons. Arkansas had just gotten into the Union 
in 1836, and having been there for less than a quarter of a century 
it was in no hurry to get out. Beyond that, Arkansas needed the 
Union more than many other states. Citizens of western Arkansas, 
bordered by the Indian Territory, wanted the protection and eco- 
nomic benefits that the presence of federal troops supplied. Delta 
residents hoped to benefit from a federal swamplands reclamation 
Project begun in 1850." 

And, of course, as the 1850s progressed and national tensions 
heightened, Arkansas was experiencing an economic boom 
unprecedented in its history. By 1860 it would rank 16th of the 33 
States in income per capita, a position that it had never occupied 
before and would never occupy again. Slaveowners accounted for 
Only about 20% of the state’s white population, and many 
Arkansans who did not own slaves saw little reason to ally them- 
Selves with a cause they perceived as being little more than an 
attempt to protect the interest of slaveowners." 

Slaveowners themselves were divided on the issue. For while 
the 8rowing prosperity of the 1850s was general, it was not uniform. 
The large slaveowners of the southern and eastern lowlands easily 
outstripped their upland neighbors in prosperity and thus had lit- 
tle reason to want to disrupt a system that seemed to be working 
Very well and promised to get better still. “If cotton will only hold 
Present prices for five years,” the Arkansas State Gazette and 
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obvious national implications, disunionism had not been an issue 
in the campaign. Four of the largest cotton-producing counties 
(Mississippi, Crittenden, Desha, and Chicot) gave sizeable margins 
to Bell, while many of the counties with the strongest Union senti- 
ment went heavily for Breckenridge." 

A more detailed analysis of the vote reveals that Bell did best in 
those parts of the state where the Whigs had traditionally done 
well—among the wealthy planters of the Delta and in the business- 
oriented urban areas, Where voters feared a disruption of commerce. 
Breckinridge ran strongest in the traditionally Democratic north- 
west and among the farmers and small slaveowners of south and 
southwest Arkansas who hoped to rise to planter status. It may see™ 
strange that the candidate most identified with slavery and states 
rights found such great Support in northwest Arkansas, where slav- 
ery was least developed. The northwest part of the state had always 
been staunchly Democratic, however, and the best explanation may 
be that these voters wef€ More influenced by party loyalty than by 
the overheated rhetori¢ about slavery,” 

In addition to Arkansas, Breckinridge carried all the Dee? 
South and Gulf South states, garnering almost 850,000 popula! 
votes and 72 electoral Votes. Douglas received almost 1.4 millio® 
popular votes but carried only one state (Missouri) and 12 electoral 
votes. Bell received alMost 600,000 popular votes and carried the 
border states of Virginia, Kentucky, and Tennessee, None of this 
was enough to off-set Lincoln’s near Sweep of the more populous 
free states. Final national returns gave the Republican candidat 
more than 1.8 millioD Popular votes and, more importantly, 180 
electoral votes. Though he received slightly less than 40% of the 
total popular vote, his ¢lectoral total easily surpassed the total ° 
his three rivals.” 

_ - Kansas, the as Teaction to Lincoln’s election was 8” 
erally mild. On NoveMer 17, the Gazette editorialized, “Linco!” : 
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elected in the manner prescribed by the law and by the majority 
prescribed by the Constitution. Let him be inaugurated, let not 
steps be taken against this administration until he has committed 
an overt act, which cannot be remedied by law.” The editor hoped 
that the election might spur the growth ofa new conservative oppo- 
sition movement built around the nucleus of the Constitutional 
Union Party.”! 

Albert Pike also refused to accept Lincoln’s election as a cause 
for breaking up the Union. He hoped rather that it might unify the 
South around a new sectional party.” Even the Family’s True 
Democrat announced itself as “opposed to premature agitation or 
hasty legislation,” while the Family-controlled Fayetteville 
Arkansian advised its readers to “wait until after his [Lincoln’s] 
inaugural and see what course he will pursue.”” Only a few of the 
more extremist newspapers called for immediate secession. Scrogg 
contends (correctly, I believe) that even after the election ¢ 
Lincoln, the majority of the state’s citizens remained strongly 
attached to the Union.* Albert Rust, a Family Democrat from 
El Dorado in Union County, declared that people never had less 
Cause to complain of the government or to threaten its overthrow, 
that secession was an insult “to wise and patriotic sages who framed 
the Constitution,” and he added, “if the opinions and wishes of 
nine-tenths of the people of Arkansas, are reflected by her repre- 
Sentatives at Little Rock, her course in the present political crisis 
will be temperate and conservative.” 

In December, South Carolina announced that it had severed its 
ties with the Union. This action, coming only six weeks after 
Lincoln’s election and more than two months before his inaugura- 
tion, caught Arkansas Unionists and even some secessionists by 
Surprise, and it hastened the demise of the old political alignments. 
On December 21, Senator Robert Ward Johnson and Congressman 
Hindman, less than a year removed from their near-duel in the 
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sion. Among the yeomen farmers in the upland counties of north- 
ern and western Arkansas, however, Unionist sentiment remained 
strong. Unionists held mass meetings throughout the northwest 
part of the state, and in some less likely areas as well. The state leg- 
islature received anti-secession resolutions from Sebastian, 


Marion, Carroll, Newton, Searcy, and Van Buren counties. But res- 


olutions also came from Sevier, Clark, Conway, and Pike counties.” 


On December 22, the state House of Representatives gave in to 
growing pressure and called for a convention to consider secession, 
although the more conservative state Senate did not concur unl 
January 15, 1861. By the terms of the measure, voters would go to 
the polls on February 18 to decide whether or not to call a conven- 
tion and to elect delegates. As James Woods has noted, Unionist 
candidates had the unenviable task of asking voters to reject the 
convention while simultaneously soliciting their votes as delegates 
to the convention.” 
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Second U.S. Artillery Regiment had been transferred to the previ- 
ously unoccupied federal arsenal in Little Rock. The presence of 
the federal troops had aroused little comment or notice until the 
following January, when a rumor that the garrison was to be rein- 
forced spread by the newly completed telegraph line from Little 
Rock to Memphis, then downriver to the secessionist stronghold of 
Helena. The rumors were baseless, but Helena area firebrands 
demanded that the governor seize the arsenal and offered the serv- 
ices of five hundred men to accomplish the task.” 

Such a precipitate and illegal action was too much even for 
Governor Rector. He replied that while Arkansas was still in the 
Union the governor of the state had no right to seize federal 
property. Rector was not content with a clear and unambiguous 
statement, however. He went on to say that any attempt to rein- 
force the arsenal would be an act of war. By the time his adju- 
tant-general (who was also his brother-in-law) reworded and 
released the statement, it appeared that the governor was 
encouraging a spontaneous action on the part of the people to 
seize the arsenal. By the end of January, hundreds of “volun- 
teers” from Helena, Pine Bluff, and other delta communities 
had arrived in the capital, and rumors abounded that many 
more were on the way." 

With the situation threatening to spiral out of control, Captain 
Gordon Peay, a member of a prominent Little Rock family, called 
up the “Capital Guards.” Historian Calvin Collier has noted that 
the Guards were composed of “men who represented the legal, 
medical, banking and business fields of the community and who 
already were leaders in every phase of political, social and commu- 
nity affairs.” In the late 1840s, an earlier incarnation of the Guards 
had served in the Mexican War, but the current generation was 
hoted mainly for its sponsorship of the picnics and balls that were 


the highlights of the city’s social season.” 
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A staunchly conservative group, the Guards had _ initially 
attempted to act as a calming influence between the secessionists 
and Unionist factions in the capital city until Arkansas decided on 
what course it would pursue. That level-headed position immedi- 
ately earned them the enmity and derision of the hot-headed seces- 
sionist element that had swarmed into the capital intent on seizing 
the arsenal by force if necessary. To Governor Rector, however, they 
were a godsend.® 

On January 28, the governor called on Captain Totten to peace 
fully surrender the arsenal on February 7. Totten, the son of 4 
prominent Little Rock physician, was a handsome young man wh0 
had quickly become a very popular figure in the capital city’s social 
circles. Outnumbered and “being without instructions from his 
Government,” Totten agreed to the governor’s demands, noting 
that he was “doing what he thought proper and best under all the 
circumstances, desiring to avoid cause of civil war in this 
Government, by the first instance of a hostile and bloody collisio™ 
yet protesting for himself and in the name of his Governme”! 
against events beyond his control.” 

Rector authorized the “Capital Guards” to accept the surrendet 
of the arsenal, and the federal troops evacuated the installation 0” 
February 8. The Guards escorted the arsenal’s garrison safely 
through a jeering crowd to the Safety of the river at Fletcher’ 
Landing, just downstream from the city. Totten and his m¢? 


remained in camp at Fletcher’s Landing until February 12, whe" 


they boarded the steamer Madora and proceeded to St. Louis.” 


On the surface, the bloodless seizure of the arsenal seemed to D° 
a great triumph for the governor and secessionist cause, but many 
Arkansans disapproved of the action. Little Rock residents we 
particularly irate at the incursion of large numbers of secessionis® 
into their town and at the actions of the governor. A Pine Bluff re” 
ident who came to the city four days after the evacuation of t° 
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arsenal admitted that he was “much surprised to find a greatly 
divided sentiment in relation to the question of secession” and 
noted that “the Union sentiment prevailed largely at the capital.”” 

Totten also took note of this sentiment in an official report. “It 
gratifies me beyond measure to be able to bear testimony to the hon- 
orable, high-toned, loyal, and law-abiding action taken by the great 
majority of the most respectable citizens of Little Rock,” he wrote to 
the adjutant-general of the army. “From the richest to the poorest, I 
am happy to say, there was but one sentiment, and that was in oppo- 
Sition to the course of the governor and those who counseled and 
aided him in the deed done.”” Governor Rector was seriously dam- 
aged by the affair. Arkansas Unionists denounced him for precipitat- 
ing a crisis where none existed, and even some secessionists sensed 
that the governor had lost control of the situation.” 

Nine days after the evacuation of the arsenal, Arkansans went 
to the polls to vote on whether to hold a convention to consider 
Secession. (That same day in Montgomery, Alabama, Jefferson 
Davis of Mississippi took the oath of office as president of the new 
Confederate States of America.) The election results reflected the 
ambivalence most Arkansans felt about the issue of secession. An 
Overwhelming majority of Arkansas voters favored the convention 
(27,412 to 15,826), but the majority of the delegates elected to 
attend the convention opposed secession. Clearly, while many 
Arkansans were willing to consider the possibility of secession, 
Most were in no hurry to secede.” 

On March 4, 1861, Abraham Lincoln assumed the office of 
President of the United States. In his inaugural address, Lincoln 
expressed his belief that the union of states was perpetual, and he 
Pledged to enforce the laws and hold federal property. At the same 
time, he declaimed any intention of interfering with slavery where 
it already existed. Addressing the South directly, he said, “In your 
hands, my dissatisfied fellow countrymen, and not in mine, is the 
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mter and President Lincoln’s subsequen; 
altered the political situation in 
che attack was a political godsend, ang 
d staunchly clung to the Union Saicial felt com. 
the secessionist camp. On April 20, John 

W nionist from Camden who haq 
Brown, the osed secession, wrote in his diary, “The war feeling jg 
ise ie die is cast. The whole South will be aroused in two 
weeks.” Gazette editor Christopher Danley, another long-time 
opponent of secession, added, “Now that the overt act has beep 
committed we should I think draw the sword, and not sheath it 
until we can have a guarantee of all of our rights, or such standards 
as will be honorable in the South.”” 

Governor Rector wasted no time in seizing the initiative. Though 
Arkansas had not formally left the Union, he ordered former senator 
Solon Borland to take command of the state militia and seize the fed- 
eral outpost at Fort Smith, which they did without opposition. In late 
April, chairman David Walker reluctantly called for the state conven- 
tion to reassemble at Little Rock on May 6 to once again consider the 
question of secession. Walker, a staunch Unionist, had been under 
extreme pressure since the attack on Sumter, and he was now con- 
vinced that Missouri and the other border states would soon secede. 
pu sonvention assembled at ten in the morning before packed gal- 
a La made to prepare an ordinance of seces- 

was ready by 3:00 p.m., and the delegates 

reassembled to vote. The outcome was a foregone Jneion, A last 
desperate attempt b a foregone conclusion. 44! 

Pt by a few die-hard Unionists to submit the question 


to the people was overwhelmi 
elmingly def é said 
ed in the tense and hushed sianibes — aici 


. In stark Contrast to the vote 0 
‘i seventy delegates Voted to re 
the chairman’s appeal for a un 


pelled to move into 


strong! 


f two months earlier, only five of 
main in the Union. In response 
animous vote, four of these adde 


90 


os 
oe ee 
eS eae e see deal Gea. 


their names to the ordinance of secession. O 
Madison County refused to join the secession 
ing that he could not “aid in bringing about 
would assuredly follow in the train of secession,”s! As he concluded 
his remarks, Mrs. Frederick Trapnall, the widow of a prominent 
Little Rock attorney and one of the leaders of the Capital city’s soci- 
ety, tossed a bouquet of flowers at Murphy’s feet, but most in the 
packed galleries jeered in derision. Murphy’s principled stand made 
little difference in the outcome. Shortly after 4:00 in the afternoon 
on May 6, 1861, Arkansas declared that it had severed its bonds with 
the Union, which it had so eagerly joined only twenty-five years ear- 
lier. The state now faced the greatest crisis in its history.” 


nly Isaac Murphy of 
ists’ bandwagon, not- 
the untold evils that 


The secession convention remained in session until June 3 to 
deal with other matters, but the near unanimity that had character- 
ized the secession vote soon disappeared. The old-line Whigs and 
conservative elements in the Democratic Party were determined to 
ensure that radical secessionist elements did not take control of th 
convention. Gazette editor Danley had written to a friend, “I think 
the conservative men of the convention should take charge of the 
affairs of the state and prevent the wild secessionists from taking us 
to the Devil.”** Notably, the five-man Arkansas delegation to the 
Confederate Congress was headed by Robert Ward Johnson, but the 
other four men had been Unionists before Sumter. The convention 
pointedly rejected Hindman’s attempt to join the Confederate con- 
gress. “The Whig-Dynasty leaders simply did not want change to 
get out of hand, so they took control of the new government,” James 
Woods has noted. “Thus the revolution against the Union would 
not become a revolution at home.”” 

A serious challenge to state unity soon arose in the mountain- 
Ous regions in the north-central part of the state, where opposinen 

f area residents 
to secession remained strong. By late 1861, a group © Peace 
formed a clandestine organization called the: Anson 
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ay the first organized resistance tg ; 
possib * anywhere in the seceded states. The fir,, 
ae existence appeared in Searcy and Izarg 
ro-Confederate citizens in the tga 
xly arrested about fifty men suspected of membership 

«| and, through promises of leniency and threats 
in the cao sjenadie’ of other members. The number of 
of violence, oo and the extent of the group’s organization 
ane cea authorities. The society had 2 constitution 
and a series of secret signs and passwords. A yellow pipbon attached 
to a cabin or a fencepost meant that a member resided there. If a 
member howled like a wolf, a fellow member would countersign by 
hooting like an owl. The greeting “It’s a dark night,” was to be 
answered with, “Not so dark as it will be before morning.”” 

By early December, the Searcy County militia had arrested 
dozens of suspected members of the society. Acting under orders 
from Governor Rector, the militia commander chained seventy- 
eight of them together in pairs and marched them under heavy 
guard to Little Rock, over ninety miles away. They were soon joined 
by detainees from Carroll, Van Buren, Marion, and Fulton counts. 
Izard County authorities adopted a different approach. Rather than 
a paw SF Os in Little Rock, the accused men were given the 

opportunity of enlisting in the Confederate army. All accepted.” 
ties . ci eas a adopted by Confederate pre 
been dispatched to the cae a 117 alleged subversives who ha 
trial for treason or joini pital were given the option of standing 
latter. They were fs ining the Rebel army. All but fifteen chose the 
Mississippi, where fies companies and shipped east ye 
companies’ reputations Preceded a Shiloh and other battles. ‘ 
rs; naturally, had little faith j em, and Confederate comma 
of the “volunteers” recalled : : he new recruits. In later years» oe 
the instructions of a Rebel officer to 5 


Society; quite 
Confederate gove 
evidence of the so 
counties in Novem 


counties quic 


92 


While the Umionists of the Arkansas Peace Society did not suffer from such 
violence as was portrayed in Thrilling Adventures of Daniel Ellis in eastern 
Tennessee, many were imprisoned or forcibly enlisted in the Confederate army. 
Courtesy of Bill and Amy Gatewood. 


men just prior to the battle of Shiloh. “Boys, we are going to have a 
hell of a fight, and I have no confidence in these men sent here from 
Arkansas. If they try to get to the Federals, shoot them; if they fall 
back, shoot them; if they try to run, shoot them.”” 

Many did desert at the first opportunity, sometimes individual- 
ly, other times in groups. After brief visits with their families, many 
of these made their way to Missouri where they enlisted in Federal 
Service, comprising units that came to be known as “mountain 
Feds.” Ironically, a grand jury failed to indict the fifteen men who 


had refused to enlist.* ins a mystery, 
as Peace Society remal ; 
The exact size of the Arkans derstand- 


; nN 
as do its goals and the motives of its members. uae aie 
ably, many of the arrested men contended that they 
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eof what they were joining. One claimed tha, ic 

Jed or were ae ead to him, put did not fully understang ; 
had heard 49 a still another contended that he was trappey 
because be WaS eal. he was asked whether he liked the old cop, 
w and answered that he knew nothing of eithey 
gtitution oF a id have joined the Confederate army if he had 
‘4 that he wou Aue claimed that he had joined the 

ee army already, TWICE, ane es ready (0 jolt ayain® 
But a member of the citizens committee from Izard County 
wasn't buying any of this. He noted that they cheered when they 
heard the news (erroneous as it turned out) that the Confederates 
had been defeated at the Battle of Oak Hills (Wilson’s Creek), and, 
“When I and several other gentlemen raised the stars and bars here, 
these very men threatened to come and pull them down.... [T]hey 
swore that they would never muster underthed___d nigger flag, 
but if any one would just come along with the stars and stripes that 
they would arise at midnight and go to it, and they would fight for 
it too when they got there.” In a letter to Confederate president 
Jefferson Davis, Governor Rector wrote that there were 1,700 mem- 
bers of the organization in the state, although the names of only 240 

are known.” 

. Historian Ted Worley has demonstrated that in the six counties 
peta the Tue of slave to white population and the per capita 
rales ferehewrnartrarpragns pone 
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to itself in Net by tushing off to the Stars and Stripes: Lel 

been merely a Unio issent, the brotherhood probably would Ba 
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harsh treatment by the military gave the m 
cause.” Northern and western Arkansas wo 
Unionist strongholds throughout the course of the war. Despite 
having the third-smallest white Population, Arkansas would pro- 
vide more troops for the Federal Army than any other Confederate 
state except Tennessee.” 

Obviously then, the crushing of the Peace Society did not put an 
end to secessionist sentiment in the state. By late 1862, signs of dis- 
content were appearing in other parts of the state. In a recent study, 
historian Carl Moneyhon has demonstrated that resistance to 
Confederate authority in late 1862 and 1863 was strongest in south- 
west Arkansas, especially in the region south and west of the Saline 
River. Unlike the mountainous northwest, the southwestern part of 
the state had developing plantation agriculture and a significant 
slave population. Most of the counties in the region had given 
majorities to the pro-slavery candidate John C. Breckinridge in the 
presidential election of 1860 and had supported secession in both 
state conventions in 1861. After secession the region’s young men 
rushed to enlist in the Confederate cause. Camden alone supplied 
thirteen companies (1,300 men or about three-fourths of the town’s 
adult white male population in 1860) by September 1861, and 1,500 
Union County men had enlisted in Confederate service.® 

By the war’s second winter, however, the early enthusiasm had 
given way to a widespread disenchantment. Theophilus Holmes, 
Confederate commander of the Department of the Trans- 
Mississippi, had taken note of this, writing in a December 1862 let- 
ter to Confederate president Jefferson Davis of “the Browns disaf- 
fection to the war among the people.” He attributed this Ssaeaien 
to a variety of factors, including a food shortage brought on by a 
drought the previous summer, spiraling inflation, the fauiure . ; i 
or adequately provision the soldiers, and discontent A ie 
Confederacy’s conscription laws, particularly the Provis! 


embers a fighting 
uld continue to be 
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Ok twenty prisoners, and captured a substantial quantity of pro- 
visions and stolen items, while suffering only one man killed and 
five wounded. About thirty of Brown’s party fled north and crossed 
the swollen Ouachita River. The Confederates chose not to pursue 
them. Three weeks after the engagement at McGrew’s Mill, Brown 
and twenty-seven survivors reported to Col. M. LaRue Harrison at 
Fayetteville, where some of them joined the First Arkansas 
Infantry Union. 

In Pike County, another band of dissidents launched attacks on 
area settlements from its base at a mountain pass near the head of 
the Little Missouri River. A group of area residents attacked the 
band’s stronghold, killing some outright and capturing and hang- 
Ng two of the ringleaders. Calhoun County authorities rounded up 
sim hanged three members of the local Union League. Confederate 
military courts were also set up to prosecute disloyal elements. 
ae NO records were kept of these proceedings; the extent of the 
te taken by these courts is impossible to assess, though some 
Unionists later insisted that hundreds of deserters were tried and 
executed by the courts.” 

Despite these harsh actions, dissent and resistance to authority 
Persisted. Confederate agents sent to the region in the fall of 1863 
ePorted that anti-Confederate sentiment had actually increased. 
She noted that in Columbia County there was “undoubtedly 8 

tion sentiment prevailing among a large class of citizens here. 
More draconian measures followed. John Brown noted, vie milt- 
‘ary have been sent out to bring them [the dissidents] in and in 
“ome cases, some have [been] arrested & been shot or hung & a 
“tS have left the country to join the enemy.” A Union officer ie 
‘18 from the region in 1864 reported, “Every conceivable = 
Nas been used to fe hese men] into the rebel services they have 
been cae aria hunted down with blood 

ou Pisa ectiahe: os deacon’ Red river Valley; they 

Nds by the slaveholding rebels of the 
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have been robbed of their property, chained and imprisoned.” Still 
the resistance continued.” 

One area newspaper described the disloyal elements as “desert- 
ers, disaffected persons, and turbulent characters,” and 
Confederate authorities often portrayed them as little more than 
jayhawkers and bandits. Some undoubtedly were, but the available 
evidence clearly indicates that much of the opposition was class- 
based. At Camden, John Brown recorded in his diary that many of 
the resisters were “poor men whose families are unprovided at 
home,” and Clark County editor Samuel M. Scott wrote to 
Governor Flanagin that “the cry of poor men being obliged to fight 
for the rich may be heard on all sides,” 

Carl Moneyhon has concluded that “from the beginning those 
who fought for the Confederacy came to see themselves as poor men 
who were having to fight a war to benefit rich men. Their ow? 
opportunities were being squandered in a conflict that had no goal 
other than the protection of slavery. Their fight was not only with 
conscription but also with the ruling class.” This internal dissent 
ate away at the state’s morale and caused Confederate authorities © 
detach badly needed troops to deal with the situation. The extent t0 
which this discontent manifested a growing Unionist sentiment i1 
the state is open to debate. But it is clear that something more than 
brigands and outlaws were involved in the resistance to Confederate 
authority. And the fact that many of the dissidents ended up weal” 
ing Union blue is a fact that cannot be ignored or dismissed. 

Of course, nothing provided an incentive for the demonstt® 
tion of loyalty to the Union like the presence of Federal soldiers: 
After Pine Bluff was occupied by Federal cavalry in October 1863; 
many Pine Bluff citizens voluntarily took an oath of loyalty to the 
Union, causing one surprised citizen of the town to remark 
“There are more union people here and in Lfitttle]. R[ock]. tha” 
anyone ever thought.”” 
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As prospects of a Confederate victory dimmed and hardships 
on civilians multiplied, disillusionment with the war increased. 
In a letter to “My Old Friend Gov. H. Flanagin,” probably writ- 
ten in late 1863, Maurice Smith, a prominent Tulip (Dallas 
County) slaveowner, confessed that he had been “carried away 
with the multitude under the pressure and excitement” of the 
secession crisis. “Since that time, serious and sober reflection” 
had led him to believe “that we were too hasty in the matter.” 
Over the course of the past few months, the “strength and posi- 
tion of the enemy” combined with “the disaffection with the sol- 
diery and the gloomy prospect for subsistence on our part, the 
distress and disaffection throughout the length and breadth of 
Our state,” had convinced Smith “that the people would tomor- 
row, if not restrained, vote the state back into the Union by ar 
Overwhelming majority. Secession is dead—the principle wa 
Wrong, although advocated by us both.” He added that signifi. 
cant numbers of other Arkansans, “many of them men of promi- 
nence” had also “tamed down on that question. You would be 
astonished could I name them.”” 

Smith assured Flanagin that “I am nota traitor to the South, by 
NO Means; but when I contemplate the suffering and horrors of this 
War already in our state, my heart shudders, and to picture in my 
mind its Sontinganee, the very thought sickens me.” He closed 
With an appeal to the governor: “It would be the noblest act of your 
life to Step forward and acknowledge the great error of secession, 
and to give the people the power to reconsider and act for them- 
Selves in this matter.” Smith never mailed his letter, but the senti- 
ments he expressed provide clear evidence that disaffection with 
the war and desire for a return to the Union were widespread and 
'ranscended class lines.” 

So what are we to make of this significant spirit of Unionism in 
What was, at least nominally, a Confederate state? What if the 
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Unionists had prevailed in 186] and Arkansas had remained in the 


Union? These are matters about which we can only speculate. But 


it is clear that Unionism in Arkansas was not confined to a few 


counties in northern and northwestern ae Rather it was 
he beginning of the war until 


powerful and widespread force from t 
the end, and one that powerfully influenced the course of events in 


the state in that tragic period from 1861 to 1865. 
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“When the Arks. boys goes by 
they take the rags off the bush”: 
Arkansans in the Wilson's Creek 
Campaign of 186] 


William Garrett Piston 
Missouri State University 


n July 23, 1861, John Johnson—a forty-seven-year-old Pulaski 

County resident and soldier in the First Arkansas Mounted 
Riflemen—penned a letter while sitting in his unit’s camp near the 
Missouri border. He was fully confident in himself and his fellow 
soldiers who had so recently enlisted in Confederate service. With 
scant attention to grammar or punctuation, Johnson wrote: “Dear 
Mother I am in high hopes that we may all succeed in getting home 
safe and with glory and liberty overflowing in our hearts to see the 
pleasures that we have seen to gether and if not in this world I hope 
and pray to God that we shall meet in a better world above and I 
expect to try to do right as well as I know how." Five days later, 
having entered Missouri, Johnson wrote to his wife, Lucy: “The 
boys are burning for a battle. If you could see them when the news 
comes in a working on their arms. They shine like new money and 
when on parade they are all as regular as clock pendlams.... when 
the Arks. boys goes by they take the rags off the bush.” 

John Johnson was killed at the Battle of Wilson’s Creek on 
August 10, 1861. His eldest son, Pleasant Johnson, also died there. 
A second son, Harrison, survived the battle but was killed the fol- 
lowing year. Lucy Johnson, age forty-eight, was left to care for two 
remaining sons and two daughters. The Johnsons were yeomen 
farmers. Their family’s tragedy was not unusual for thousands of 
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eta Arkansans who decided to Support the 
w : : 
noweve® occur early, at a time when it was sti 
in a short confli ct aed - would bring honor to its participants. 
“J am well satisfied wit Soldiering,” Johnson had written in an 
jier letter. “We can whip five to one.”3 
Almost 3,500 Arkansas troops took Part in the Wilson’s Creek 
campaign, May-August 1861, which culminated on August 10 in 


the second major Contederate victory of the war. An unknown 
number of slaves accompanied them, 


Confederacy. It did, 
ll possible to believe 


ear 


mene as did a few white women 
gho were Wives OF Clticers. Almost no information has survived 


concerning the white women who chose to share their menfolks’ 
ordeal, and even less about the enslaved African Americans who 


were forced to accompany their masters. The role and experiences 


of the soldiers themselves, however, can be traced in some detail, 
and not just in terms of strategy and tactics. Thanks to the manner 


in which troops were raised, and because neither the Confederacy 


nor the Arkansas state government was initially prepared to sup- 


port the pee samen who flocked to the flag, the war in 1861 was 
very much a community experience. No one was unaffected by the 
conflict, and the relationship between soldiers and their home- 
towns is an important part of the story, 

The Arkansans in the Wilson’s Creek Campaign served in either 
the Confederate army* or the Arkansas State Troops, an organiza- 
tional awkwardness that reflected circumstances peculiar to the 
state. Prior to the conflict, two types of militia served in Arkansas. 
There was the county-based militia guaranteed under the Second 
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution and organized under 
Arkansas state law. But this was supplemented by volunteer militia 
companies, which were also subject to state law. While both had 
fallen somewhat into abeyance with the removal of any serious 
Indian threat, both enjoyed a revival in 1860, as sectional tensions 
increased. Pulaski County, for example, had four militia units in 
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1860: the “Capital Guards,” the “Peyton Rifles,” the “Totten 
Artillery,” and the “Pulaski Light Cavalry.”* Like other Arkansans, 
these soldiers became enmeshed in the complex events by which 
their state left the Union. 

When South Carolina seceded in December 1860, the Arkansas 
legislature called for a convention of delegates to consider the state’s 
relationship to the national government. The convention met in 
February 1861, voted to take no immediate action, and adjourned. 
Early that same month, some 5,000 militiamen congregated in 
Little Rock, threatening to seize the federal arsenal there. Governor 
Henry M. Rector, who strongly favored secession, proclaimed this to 
be a spontaneous gathering. His complicity remains a source of 
debate among historians. In any case, Rector convinced the USS. 
Army captain commanding the arsenal’s sixty-five-man garrison to 
avoid bloodshed by withdrawing to St. Louis. Then on February 22, 
the seven states of the Deep South that had left the Union organized 
the Confederate States of America. Sentiment in Arkansas remained 
sharply divided until April, when the Confederates fired upon Fort 
Sumter in Charleston, South Carolina, and President Abraham 
Lincoln called for 75,000 militia to suppress what he considered to 
be a domestic rebellion. The Arkansas convention was called back 
into secession, but before it met, Governor Rector directed the state 
militia to capture Fort Smith, located on the Arkansas River in the 
northwestern portion of the state. Since the federal garrison had 
fled, the post fell without a shot being fired. On May 6, the state con- 
vention voted to take Arkansas out of the Union; the state joined the 
Confederacy on May 18.° 

Governor Rector and the state convention were soon at odds, as 
the convention remained in session, in part because the state legis- 
lature was adjourned and not scheduled to meet for some time. As 
a challenge to the governor’s power, and to provide for the imme- 
diate defense of the state, the convention on May 30 created a 
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Military Board and called for volunteers to join a new militia 
organization, which was sometimes labeled the “Army of 
Arkansas,” but more often simply the “Arkansas State Troops.” 
Thus during the spring and summer, three distinct organizations 
competed for recruits across the state: the Confederate army, the 
Arkansas militia, and the Arkansas State Troops. Significant confu- 
sion ensued when units in the different organizations received 
identical numerals, or when units in one force transferred to anoth- 
er. The “Totten Light Battery,” for example, began as a state mili- 
tia unit in Pulaski County in 1860 but joined the Arkansas State 
Troops en masse in May 1861,’ 

Regardless of their type of unit, the Arkansans who served in 
the Wilson’s Creek campaign entered the service in a similar man- 
ner, sharing cultural experiences that reflected the importance of 
community in their lives. Although the issues were national, they 
were experienced and worked out at the local level. This was an era 
when party loyalties were strong, and, with no secret ballot, people 
knew how their neighbors voted. Lincoln’s call in April for volun- 
teers to coerce the South fostered spontaneous mass meetings at the 
town or county level across the state. While resolutions criticized 
the central government and defended the rights of the states, no 
one doubted the primary cause of the war. For example, Calhoun 
County citizens adopted a resolution condemning the Republican 
Party for “having at heart the annihilation of slavery, our dearest 
and most endeared institution,” while the citizens of Johnson 
County paraded to salute the flag of the Confederacy as “the white 
man’s flag.’”* 

When Arkansas left the Union in May, another round of com- 
munity meetings followed, as men flocked to join to the colors. 
Men, women, and children met in town halls, churches, general 
stores, or any available structure. There were endless patriotic 
speeches and often public prayers. Following instructions from 


105 


The Die Is Cast: Arkansas Goes to War, 1861 


Governor Rector and the Military Board, the citizens organized 
companies that would proceed to designate rendezvous points, 
where they would be combined into numbered regiments. The 
company, which usually numbered eighty to one hundred men, was 
thus the primary level of organization. Companies were almost 
always drawn from a single town or county, which meant that the 
volunteers knew each other. The men usually elected both their 
officers and noncommissioned officers. Competition could be 
fierce, and the men who won out were often those who had fur- 
nished considerable sums of money to equip the unit. Donations of 
whiskey were not unknown either. 

Despite occasional bribery, however, the soldiers took the elec- 
tions seriously. The highest ranks almost always went to prominent 
and respected men of the community, sometimes men who had 
fought in the Mexican War or had some other military experience. 
For example, thirty-four-year-old Harris Flanagin, who organized a 
company for Confederate service from Pulaski County, was a 
Northerner by birth. After teaching school, he studied law and 
moved to Arkansas in 1839. He served in a militia company during 
the Mexican War and was elected to both the state Senate and House 
of Representatives.’ Dandridge McRae, age thirty-two, came from a 
prominent slaveholding family in Alabama. A graduate of South 
Carolina College, he arrived in Searcy, Arkansas, in 1849, where he 
practiced law and was grandmaster of the local Masonic lodge. He 
began raising a Confederate regiment, but was soon sidetracked by 
being appointed inspector general for the Arkansas State Troops.” 
Thomas J. Churchill, an officer in a regiment of mounted infanury 
during the Mexican War, organized a similar unit in 1861. The thir- 
ty-seven-year-old Little Rock postmaster was a native of Kentucky 
who settled in Arkansas in 1848. After marrying into a wealthy 
slaveholding family, he established his own plantation, named 
“Blenheim” in honor of the Duke of Marlborough’s famous 1704 
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victory." William Edward Woodruff Jr, age thirty, was the son of the 
state’s leading newspaper editor. Born to wealth and privilege, he 
graduated from the Western Military Institute but practiced law. He 
captained the “Totten Battery” in 1861. Forty-one-year-old 
Benjamin T. Embry, who recruited a company at Galla Rock, could 
not match Flanagin, McRae, Churchill, or Woodruff in wealth or 
social prominence, yet he was a prosperous farmer and the leading 
merchant in his own community.” 

Raised independently, these early war companies usually 
adopted names that reflected their connection with their county or 
hometown: “Des Arc Rangers” (Des Arc); “Chicot Rangers” 
(Chicot County); “Johnson Rifles” (Johnson County); “Lawrence 
Rifles” (Lawrence County); “Pulaski Rangers” (Pulaski County); 
“Yell Rifles” (Yell County); “Independence Rifles” (Independence 
County)—to give but a few examples." Because neither the 
Confederate nor the Arkansas state government was immediately 
Prepared to equip the rush of volunteers, those who went to war in 
the spring of 1861 initially relied on their home communities for 
almost everything except their firearms and accoutrements. 
Uniforms, shoes, haversacks, canteens, mess equipment, blankets, 
tents, and other such items were all supplied locally. Women played 
4n especially important role in this community-wide effort, in part 
through their skills as seamstresses, and hometown papers were 
Quick to recognize them. In Little Rock, where several companies 
Were raised simultaneously, the Arkansas True Democrat was effusive 
With praise. “The ladies of Little Rock have worked day and night 
for Months making uniforms,” noted an article printed in mid- 
Summer. The women spent their own money and “neither charged 
Nor received one cent of remuneration for any service.”" 

A complex reciprocal relationship developed between home- 
‘owns and “their” volunteers. The town helped to equip the sol- 
diers and raised large sums of money to support the families of the 


107 


i Die Is Cast: Arkansas Goes to War. 1861 


soldiers during their absence. The town also pledged to care fo, 
widows and orphans. In return, the soldiers pledged that their con- 
duct in camp and battle would uphold the honor of their home. 
towns. This implicit social contract reveals Arkansans’ strong sense 
of corporate honor. The soldiers carried their community’s reputa- 
tion into the field with them, and were expected to give an account. 
ing upon their return.'* Almost every company went off to war with 
a concrete symbol of corporate honor, in the form of a flag sewn by 
the ladies of their hometown. Such flags were presented in public 
ceremonies, where the relationship between the soldiers and the 
community was explicitly articulated. Like many units, the 
“Hempstead Cavalry” received a flag just before leaving for its ren- 
dezvous point. In her dedication speech, Miss Belle Smith 
announced: “On behalf of the ladies of Bois D’Arc Township, I 
have the honor to present you with this military ensign. It is the 
workmanship of the daughters of the South; it is baptized with the 
warm affection of gushing hearts, and consecrated by their 
Prayers.”"* Women expressed expectations of “their” soldiers clear- 
ly, even while employing the florid oratory of the day. In Carroll 
County, Josephine Wright and a Miss Baily sewed a banner for the 
local company. When presenting it, Miss Wright proclaimed to the 
assembled soldiers: 


Should the proud bird of liberty ‘ere cease to nestle amid our hills 
+. OF cease to flap triumphantly its broad wings o’er our lovely 
valleys, smiling in perpetual beauty? “Iwill be after the graceful 
folds of this beautiful banner have mingled in the dust. I feel 
assured that when it waves no longer in proud defiance, the last 
of this gallant number shall have fallen, nobly fallen, on the 
“bosom of our Sunny South.”” 


In other words, Miss Wright expected the Carroll County soldiers to 
die to the last man rather than disgrace the banner, and by implica- 
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tion, their home community. When Mattie Faulkner presented a flag 
to Thomas Churchill’s men, she clearly expected the banner to serve 
gs a concrete reminder to the soldiers of their duty, and of the con- 
tinued support of the folks back home. She declared: 


That you may be ever reminded of these objects of your reverence 
and affection, and of their gratitude and admiration, their unceas- 
ing prayers and benedictions, we have made you this banner, and 
it is with pride and pleasure that I now commitit, on their behalf, 
to your faithful keeping. Let it be borne aloft into the thickest of 
the fight—up to the highest eminence of honor. Let the sight of 


it animate and encourage you, Nerving you in the hour of trial to 
the utmost pitch of fortitude and courage!! 


With flags flying and the well-wishes of loved ones ringing in 
their ears, individual companies of Arkansans moved to various 
rendezvous points. Those who arrived at Little Rock or Fort Smith 
came into contact with the two men who would command them at 
the Battle of Wilson’s Creek: Ben McCulloch and Nicholas Bartlett 
Pearce. McCulloch was a hero of the Mexican War and a former 
Texas Ranger. Newly commissioned a brigadier in the Confederate 
service, he was responsible for the defense of the Indian Territory. 
For logistical reasons, he made his headquarters at Fort Smith on 
the Arkansas River. The Confederate government eventually 
named Brigadier General William J. Hardee the top Confederate 
commander for Arkansas, but he did not arrive until the Wilson’s 
Creek campaign was well under way. Thus, by default, the defense 
of northern Arkansas became McCulloch’s concern. The self- 
taught McCulloch despised West Pointers, which was unfortunate, 
as Circumstances forced him to work closely with “Bart” Pearce, 
who graduated from the military academy in 1850. Thirty-four 
years old and a native of Kentucky, Pearce resigned his commission 
in 1858 and joined his father-in-law’s mercantile business in 
Osage Mills, Arkansas. Like many in his adopted state, Pearce 
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opposed leaving the Union but believed that Lincoln’s decision to 
coerce the seceded states left Arkansans no choice but to join the 
Confederacy. The Military Board appointed Pearce a brigadier gen- 
eral commanding the First or Western Division of the Army of 
Arkansas.” As such, his recruitment of men for the Arkansas State 
Troops was in direct competition with McCulloch. It appears, how- 
ever, that men joined either the Confederate service or the 
Arkansas State Troops more or less at random, without giving 
much thought to the distinctions between the two. Almost every- 
one expected the war to be over before cold weather set in. 

As companies arrived at Little Rock, Fort Smith, and various 
designated camps, McCulloch and Pearce began forming them into 
regiments. McCulloch’s Confederate brigade included a Louisiana 
infantry unit and a regiment of cavalry from Texas, but the bulk of 
its men were Arkansans. Colonel Thomas J. Churchill led the First 
Arkansas Mounted Riflemen. Colonel James McQueen McIntosh, 
commanding the Second Arkansas Mounted Riflemen, held his 
position more or less by accident. A Florida native and a Wes! 
Pointer, he had been stationed at Fort Smith and resigned his com 
mission just prior to the post’s capture by the Arkansas militia. 
Colonel Dandridge McRae was stil] recruiting his Confederate 
infantry regiment. His men participated in the Wilson’s Creek 
campaign without receiving a numerical designation; they wer 
usually labeled “McRae’s Battalion, Arkansas Volunteers.” Peatce’s 
Arkansas State Troops included five in fantry regiments. Those des- 
tined to fight at Wilson’s Creek were the Third Infantry (Colonel 
John Rene Gratiot); the Fourth Infantry (Colonel Jonathan D. 
Walker); and the Fifth Infantry (Colonel Thomas Pleasa"! 
Dockery). Pearce had two artillery units, each with four guns: the 
“Fort Smith Light Battery,” commanded by Captain John G. Reid, 
and the Totten Light Battery (soon Tenamed the “Pulaski Light 
Battery”), commanded by Captain William Woodruff. Captai® 
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. Tom Spence of the Second Arkansas Mounted Rifles was among the Arkansawyers 


wh is : ‘ 
© saz ther first combat in the bitter fighting at Wilson’s Creek. Courtesy of the Old 
State House Museum. 


Piel A. Carroll led a small undesignated cavalry company, usu- 
Y called “Carroll’s Cavalry,” while Captain Americus V. Reiff led 
4 small unit of horsemen, “Reiff’s Arkansas Cavalry Company.” 
Pearce eventually loaned Reiff and his men to McCulloch, who 
employed them as his bodyguard and as scouts. Pearce used 
Carroll’s horsemen as his own bodyguard. In addition, there was a 
large unit of horsemen commanded by Colonel DeRosey Carroll, 


Usually labeled “First Cavalry.”” 
; While McCulloch and Pearce considered the larg 
issues, the men under them stayed in touch with thei 
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Poor quality of his rations, he concluded, “We hear a goodell of talk 
of fighting and we are preparing for a tight conflict.”” 

But how well prepared would the Arkansans be? The officers 
and men were certainly confident. “The Desha county cavalry is as 
fine a body of soldiers as it has been my fortune to see—each man 
looks every inch a soldier,” wrote one correspondent to a Little 
Rock newspaper. He further claimed that the “Jackson guards 
Would make the eyes of Frederick the Great glisten.” From Van 
Buren, near Fort Smith, another correspondent wrote: “The troops 
are in most excellent health—have been very well drilled.”® Such 
Comments were meant for public consumption, of course, but 
Dandr idge McRae was even more effusive about his men in his pri- 
, ate Correspondence to his wife. He wrote: “I am here in command 
of some six hundred men, the wildest blood in the South. They are 

OWever the best men in the whole state. It makes the heart of any 
tue friend of Arkansas thrill with pride to see what men we are 
Snabled to turn out. There is no drunkenness, no noise, no confu- 
Si ‘ 9924 

n, and they cheerfully turn out to obey every order. 

MecRae’s objectivity toward his own men may be questioned, of 
“OUrse. Bur he also made (or oversaw) a series of inspections tha’ 
TeVealed 8reat diversity among the Arkansas soldiers in terms i 
pa cParedness, Levels of training and discipline varied widely, wit 

“W Units receiving high marks. McRae observed only one compa- 
Ny ar : brought from home. 
” “tmed exclusively with hunting weapons sidewos 
S “ut many were deficient in the number and types sie in ane 
“Sed, and there was much discontent over the manner in Wal 
arm Little Rock were distrib- 

S captured from the federal arsenal at 
Uted tiquated smoothbore per- 

- Most units apparently possessed antlq 
Cussj ‘1 and shoes were an even 
- ©N or flintlock muskets. Clothing ‘vidual units contained 

“ater problem. McRae’s reports 0 mere 
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Clothing: Almost none, many of the men ragged and bare- 
footed. 


Military Appearance: Bad owing to want of almost every- 
thing. 


Clothing: Bad. Some of the men barefooted. 
Clothing: Very poor, some barefooted and nearly neked.” 


On the other hand, Captain W. C. Corcovan’s company stands as an 
example of what constituted for the times a particularly well- 
equipped unit. The company possessed twenty percussion and sixty- 
one flintlock muskets, together with cartridge boxes, waist belts, bay- 
onets, and canteens. Corcoyan spent $150 (apparently his ow? 
money) to purchase twenty-eight blankets, thirty-four pairs of shoes» 
thirty hats, fifty shirts, twenty pairs of underwear, one hundred fifty 
pairs of pants and blouses, and sixty tin cups and plates. The comp 
ny also Owned some cooking equipment and at least one tent.” 

It is uncertain whether the pants and blouses Corcova? 
obtained were uniforms or civilian clothing, but the Arkansans 
serving under McCulloch and Pearce wore a mixture of both, with 
civilian clothing predominating. A small number of units wor 
fancy prewar militia uniforms, Others wore uniforms hastily s¢W" 
by the loved ones in their home towns. Blue and gray were equally 
popular colors, neither having any significance early in the wat. 
The “Pulaski Light Battery” wore gray jeans uniforms with wide 
red trim, while one infantry company, the “Pike Guards,” wore 
“full dress suits of green with buff trim.”” It was also common for 
soldiers to wear civilian clothing adorned with colorful trim 10 
achieve something like a military appearance. Most, howevels sim- 
ply wore what Pearce described as “citizen’s clothing.”” 


While historians have yet to make a detailed sociological study 
of the Arkansas volunteers of 1861, 


muster rolls suggests that the comp 
Lawrence was typical, Lawrence was a 


a cursory examination ° 
any led by Captain C. 
native of Kentucky, 2 (We? 
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ty-eight-year-old lawyer with no previous military experience. He 
commanded thirteen officers and eighty-three privates, all but 
eight of whom were born in the South. Four were Northerners, two 
were Germans, and two were Irish. The overwhelming majority 
Were farmers, but the ranks included teachers, carpenters, and 
blacksmiths, together with a wood chopper, a painter, a distiller, 
and a ditcher. The youngest members of the company were William 
M. Sisco, age fifteen, and James H. Chateen, sixteen, both of whom 
Stood only five feet tall. The oldest member was Maston K. White, 
forty-seven, a farmer originally from South Carolina.” 

As the Arkansans adjusted to military life, circumstances in 
Missouri began to draw them closer toward conflict. In June, 
Brigadier General Nathaniel Lyon, commanding Federal forces in 
St. Louis, initiated a campaign to destroy the Missouri State 
Guard. Missouri had not passed an ordinance of secession, but 
Lyon knew that Governor Claiborne Fox Jackson favored seces- 
Sion. Lyon drove the state legislature from the capital, Jeffersq 
City, in June. Three columns of Federals swept across the stat 
skirmishing with the State Guard and driving most of it into th 
Ozarks region in the southwestern corner of the state. The field 
Commander of the State Guard, Major General Sterling Price, 
Sought help from McCulloch. The Confederate commander feared 
that Lyon would invade Arkansas. He understood the advantage of 
4 forward defense but was hesitant to enter Missouri. While con- 
Sidering what to do, he and Pearce began shifting some troops 
North to positions nearer the Missouri border.” | 

Many of the Arkansans were eager to help their Missouri 
Neighbors who favored the Confederacy. They also possessed strong 
Prejudices against German Americans, whom they mislabeled 
“Dutch.” German Americans were known for their support of the 
Republican Party and abolitionism, and they made up avery large 
Portion of the troops under Lyon’s command. Ras Stirman, who 
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had been promoted to sergeant, made a typical comment when he 
wrote his sister, “I would like to See you once more but it cant be 
So until after we whip the dutch.” In a similar fashion, John 
Johnson asked his wife to “tell old Uncle Lewis that Jas. is anctious 
to meet a Black Dutch.”” The first chance, at least for some of the 
Arkansans, came in July. When a column of men under Colonel 
Franz Sigel, one of Lyon’s subordinates, began moving west from 
Springfield, Missouri, toward camps of the Missouri State Guard 
near Carthage, Sterling Price asked McCulloch for assistance. The 
Confederate authorities in Richmond had already granted the 
Texan permission to enter Missouri should he deem it the best way 
to defend Arkansas, so on July 4 he rushed a column of horsemen 
across the state line. James McIntosh commanded the ad hoc 
brigade, which contained both Confederate units and Arkansas 
State Troops. Although they were too late to participate in the 
Missouri State Guard’s victory over Sigel at Carthage on July 5, 
they did capture a 137-man detachment the Federals had stationed 


at Neosho. McIntosh returned to Arkansas with one hundred cap- 


tured rifles and seven wagons filled with provisions.” 


For the next three weeks the soldiers of Arkansas occupied 
camps near the Missouri line, often on scant rations thanks to a line 
of communications that ran across the rugged Boston Mountains 
back to the main supply base at Fort Smith. While the Arkansans 
drilled under the hot sun, Price assembled more than 7,000 men at 
Cowskin Prairie, in the extreme southwestern corner of Missour i 
Lyon, however, concentrated more than 5,000 men in Springfield. 
Rather than wait for the Federals to move farther south, McCulloch 
agreed to join forces with Price for an attack on Springfield. The 
Arkansans moved north again, this time in a force about 5,000 
pi By July 31, McCulloch's Confederate brigade, Pearce’ 
ahr er Cal Mines eno: State Guard a 

€, Missouri. As the Prospect of battle loomed, 
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most of the Arkansans remained eager, but some failed to measure 
up to expectations. John J. Walker, a company commander in 
Pearce’s brigade, confessed to a friend that two of his men had 


deserted. He continued: 


There is several others now in the company who stated publicly 
that they would go no further than the state line, and endeavored 
to induce others to join them. When we got to the line they halted 
for a moment, but the number that stopped with them being small 
they fell into the ranks again. I am in hopes there will be no more 
desertions from my Co. but there is no telling anything about 
White men ina campaign like this. Some of the very men who were 
Most anxious for a fight when we left home, and men that I thought 
the best grit in the ranks, are among those wanting to get off.” 


Price and Pearce agreed that McCulloch should command the 
“ombined Southern force, styled the Western Army. Writing long 
after McCulloch and Price were dead, Pearce claimed that he had 
taken the initiative, suggesting to Price that they both offer to serve 


Under McCulloch's command. Price’s adjutant, Thomas L. Snead, 
Wrote implying that such deference was 


4 similar postwar Story, 
h to take the offensive. 


Necessary in order to convince McCulloc 
Both accounts err. The Arkansas Military Board had already placed 
Pearce and his men under McCulloch’s command, and the Texan 
Was enthusiastic about an offensive campaign. McCulloch's caution 
‘temmed from a low opinion of Price’s ability, the Missouri State 

“ard’s minimal training, and the acute shortage of ammunition 


“mong the three forces.” 
McCulloch directed the Western 
Clegraph Road. the main thoroughfare between Springfield and 
b) 


Ort Smith. Lyon anticipated his advance an gee nine 
Sutherners along the same route. Both sides oe t oi S ee 
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within nine miles of the town, camping on August 6 along the val- 
ley of Wilson Creek (mislabeled Wilson’s Creek by the Soldiers), 
There, food from local farms and water from springs could Sustain 
the Southern army while McCulloch scouted the Federal position 
in Springfield.* 

Because of intense heat and a shortage of water, the march from 
Cassville to the camp at Wilson Creek was one of the most demang_ 
ing of the war. “The last three days have indeed been hard days ang 
nights,” Dandridge McRae informed his wife. “We have had a harq 
time marching. What little sleep we had we lay down upon the 
naked ground without anything to be on or cover with. It is so hot 
and dusty that we can not bear the weight of a coat.”” William 
Woodruff of the “Pulaski Battery” recalled, “It was fearfully hot and 
the men were on the verge of exhaustion.” Fatigued infantrymen 
“swarmed about our guns on the road, hoping and begging for q 
ride.” At the end of the march “the men fell where they halted, ang 
went to sleep where they lay, supperless.”™ 

The trek and brief skirmishing with the enemy also introduced 
many Arkansans to their first taste of the wider consequences of 
war. Lyon’s army was critically short of rations and discipline jn 
some of his regiments collapsed during their withdrawal to 
Springfield. The Federals looted civilian property indiscriminate. 
ly, even though many of the locals were staunch Unionists. 
Dandridge McRae was shocked by what he observed. He informed 
his wife: “I am confirmed in my determination to die before an 
invading army shall pilfer my home. You dear wife can have no 

conception of the horrors of war—women violated, robbed of pro- 
visions, bed clothes, and all they have—and then left to starve.”” 
Between August 6 and August 9, McCulloch strove to obtain 
information about Lyon’s dispositions in Springfield. The 
Arkansans enjoyed the rest, but tension mounted steadily as the 
prospect of an engagement grew ever more likely. Harris Flanagin 
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was acutely aware that despite the toughening effects of the last few 
weeks, the Southerners would be going into battle with minimal 
training. But he took comfort in the fact that the enemy’s men were 

equally raw. “I wish the troops were better drilled,” he wrote, “but 


from sp esi es there has been no good fighting on either 
side in this section.” 


For many, thoughts turned to their loved ones at home. “I 
would give anything to See you. I miss you So much,” Ras Striman 
confessed to his sister. Realizing his helplessness amid larger events 
ne confided, “Sis I shall enter the battle with a brave heart trusting 
on God for help. I have no fears when he is on our Side.” The 
unusual juxtapositions of a soldier’s life is underscored by the fact 
that the very Next sentence following Stirman’s poignant declara- 
tion of faith was a request that his sister send him some shirts." 
The ever florid Dandridge McRae was very much concerned about 
his reputation. “I may never see you again,” he informed his wife. 
“Though I shall never hear the patter of the little feet of my chil- 
dren, yet I leave to you and my children the heritage of an honor- 
able name.” His preoccupation was not frivolous. In the male- 
dominated society of Victorian America, where most people still 
lived in small, close-knit communities, a man’s reputation impact- 
ed his entire family. McRae and the other Arkansans facing battle 
were acutely aware that their behavior in the upcoming combat 
would reflect not only upon themselves, but also upon the honor of 
their extended kinfolk and their hometown. 

Pressured by Price, McCulloch on August 9 ordered the army 
to assemble for a night march up the Wire Road, to attack 
Springfield at dawn. Events did not go as planned, however, for it 
began to rain. Pearce recalled that “as much of the ammunition was 
carried in canvas bags or haversacks, there was great danger that 
the powder and cartridges would be ruined in the rain.”? 
McCulloch canceled the march but failed to repost the pickets that 
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‘rst surprise. While the Southerner; 
normally aa NT ade by the weather, he spli 
paused, Nathanie ae and marched out of Springfield durin, 
At dawn on the August 10, a colum; 
k the northern end of McCulloch’ 
anz Sigel attacked simulta 


his men into two co 
the early evening of August 9. 


under Lyon’s direction struc 


camp, while a second column under Fr 


neously from the south.” . 
icons McCulloch was caught by surprise, he responded t 


the crisis effectively, calling troops out of their camps and directin, 
them to key points on the field. This meant, however, that eac} 
unit’s camping spot determined its initial role in the battle. Th 
Western Army’s camp stretched along the valley of Wilson Creek 
from a grist mill owned by John Gibson in the north to the broa 
fields of farmer Joseph Sharp in the south. The Arkansas infantr 
in McCulloch’s Confederate brigade, McRae’s Battalion, wa: 
camped on a slightly elevated plateau on the east side of the creek 
near the Wire Road ford. McIntosh’s Second Arkansas Mountec 
Riflemen were nearby. The majority of Pearce’s Arkansas Stat 
Troops shared the plateau, with camps stretching southward almos 
to the Sharp farm. Perhaps because of his West Point training 
Pearce had examined the surrounding terrain carefully with an ey 
to defense when the army first went into camp. He had place: 
Woodruff’s “Pulaski Light Battery” to the north, on a ridge over 
looking the Wire Road, and Reid’s “Fort Smith Light Battery” t 
the south, near a junction of farm roads on a rise above Wilsot 
Creek. He made his headquarters adjacent to Reid.” 

Bari Pearce was the first high-ranking Southern commander t 
realize that the Western Army was under attack. A short while afte 
dawn, a sergeant from Carroll’s Cavalry rushed to his headquarter 
eRe rie drawing water from a spring east of th 
bin toainisand went ‘a upon by Federal troops. Pearce called ht 

€ sergeant to inform McCulloch. He ordere+ 
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Woodruff ’s antillenists tO £0 into — 

: Gratiot’s Third Infantry t0 their supno, : Te t 
| slightly south to “higher ground, with Docker nn. 
! oned to assist them. He kept Walker's Fo 
rer, ready to respond to any threat, With these innate es ce 
tions (soon approved by McCulloch), ine: disposi- 
Arkansas State Troops had protected the sie, of the 
eastern axes Of his position on the Plateau.** Tp at 

threat from the east. Pearce’s Sergeant had not pie was no 
Federal force, but a small party detached from Sige ‘ the main 
rear of his column during its circuitous march. eae 
) To the north, the 


southern, and 


“ : : 
Pulaski Light Battery” was in action well 
before Pearce’s orders arrived. Instead of attacking down the Wire 


>] 

. 

Road, where his movement might be anticipated, Lyon’s column 

; traveled cross-country, moving over an unnamed broad hill, across 

, Wilson Creek to the west of Woodruff’s gunners. The hill would 

] soon earn the nickname “Bloody Hill.” Woodruff spotted Lyon’s 

. movement and opened fire. This helped to slow the Federal 

{ advance, giving Price more time to get the Missouri State Guard 
into position to face Lyon. McCulloch noted Woodruff’s actions 


: with approval and sent McRae’s Battalion to support the battery. 
| Not too long thereafter, the Third Infantry arrived to take up the 
‘ same duty.” The infantrymen suffered moderately, but Woodruff’s 
) artillerymen had a hot time in the face of Federal counter-battery 
2 lire. “My boys stood it like heroes,” Woodruff later wrote, adding 


that “not a man flinched, although the balls came like hail stones 


) lor all that time." 
J A serious threat to Woodruff’s position ace i 
=) detachment of Federal infantry under ae Pe cade 
* tossed Wilson Creek and advanced toward the eee of a 
5 through the cornfields just north of it. The fields a a 
: ‘tm owned by John Ray. In response; Colonel Jame 
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na Infantry and his own Second Arkansas 
nted) up to the edge of the split-rai 
where they opened fire. After half an 
hour of close range combat, McIntosh led a charge that drove 
Plummer’s men back across Wilson Creek. The Federals respond- 
ed with artillery fire from “Bloody Hill,” driving the Southerners 


back in a panic. The action in the Ray cornfield thus ended with- 
Arkansans had helped to eliminate a serj- 


the Third Louisia ; 
Mounted Riflemen (dismou 
fence encircling Ray’s corn, 


out a Clear victor, but the 


ous threat to McCulloch’s right flank.” . ; 
Back at the position of Reid’s “Fort Smith Battery,” Pearce 


waited for an attack from the east that never came. By turning his 
gaze to the southwest, however, he could see the Joseph Sharp farm, 
and he had witnessed something of the disaster that befell the 
Southern cavalry camped there when Sigel launched his attack, 
simultaneous to Lyon’s movements on “Bloody Hill.” After march- 
ing almost all night, Sigel reached a ridge overlooking the Sharp 
farm. At dawn, he opened a surprise artillery bombardment that 
scattered the 1,500 Southern cavalrymen camped at the farm. The 
fugitives included Churchill’s First Arkansas Mounted Riflemen. 
Sigel then advanced into the Southern camps, breaking up their 
attempt to rally with another bombardment. Around 8:00 a.m., 
Sigel took up a position on the Wire Road, next to the Sharp farm 
house. He was directly in the rear of the Southern army, astride its 
line of communications.” 

Pearce’s inactivity during these developments is difficult to 
explain. In his official report and later writings, he cited the dis- 
Tae, confusion, and fear of hitting friendly troops as his reason for 
keeping his troops idle and his battery silent. Moreover, from his 
Position across Wilson Creek, Pearce could see only a portion of the 
ia farm, Yet for a full thirty minutes after reaching the Wire 
Slr : ight of Pearce, Sigel’s guns fired upon the rear of 

urians as they fought on “Bloody Hill.” If any question 
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mained peearcu Be BAY af Sigel’s artiy 

could have ia BS bodyguard, “Carroll's Cavalry te 
espite His negligence, Pearce did plajra sioner. © IVestigate.s 
defeat While he waited, McCulloch ac 
infantry (including part of McRae’s Batt 
font of Sigel’s position, an area hidde 
federal commander had failed to 
jgunched a surprise attack on Sigel, 


force, a mere 400 yards from the “Fort Smith Battery.” Pearce’s ref. 
erence to the flag appears to have been an attempt to explain away 
his inactivity. In the elation of the Southern victory, no one called 
him to account. In any case, McCulloch’s attack was wildly success- 
ful, driving Sigel’s column off the field in disorder.” 

While these events occurred, the First and Second Arkansas 
Mounted Riflemen joined the action on “Bloody Hill,” where Price 
and the Missouri State Guard faced Lyon. After fighting dismount- 
ed in the Ray cornfield, the Second Rifles marched on foot across 
the ford of Wilson Creek. Since McCulloch had ordered McIntosh 
to assist him elsewhere, Lieutenant Colonel Benjamin T. Embry was 
in command. The Arkansans helped anchor the right flank of sas 
Southern battle line. Their sister regiment, the First Rifles, rallied 
after being driven from the Sharp farm, and took up a position far- 

; : ‘th the exception of 
ther to the left. They also fought dismounted, wit he 
their commander, Churchill, who had one sees one 
i ey en under him. The ae aneee a Two addition- 
share Ord in hand, leading and c ne wounded. This effective- 
y icers were killed and fourteen OY" command structure; yet 

Butted a critical level of the regiments 
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--cioned officers carried on the fight quite ef 
commission also took part, as the “Pulaski Batt 
ae The terrain on “Bloody Hill” was 
ith a scattering of oak trees. But the gr 
and there was no stand 


the non- 
ly2 McRae’s Battalio 


longer needed protect 


mostly prairie grass W 
waist high. Few men wore uniforms, | : 

ion among those who did. There was no wind to stir regime 
tion 


company flags. “During the action it was impossible at ay ( 
erable distance to distinguish our friends from the enemy,” 
recalled. Because the Southerners possessed on average only 
ty-five rounds of ammunition per man, Price led the batt 
slowly and cautiously up the hill, closing to well under one ht 
yards before opening fire. 

This Southern advance—the second of the day— 
Although unknown to the Southerners, Lyon was killed durj 
combat. Major Samuel Sturgis took command of the Feder: 
Price struggled to organize a third attack, he received subst 
reinforcements from Pearce. The Arkansas commander first 
section (two guns) from the “Fort Smith Battery” and seven 
panies of the Fifth Infantry across the creek. He soon foll 
leading the Third Infantry in person. The “Pulaski Battery” 
ed from its original position to one nearby and continued t 
upon the Federal positions on “Bloody Hill.” It later crosse 
creek to give even closer support.” 

When the Southerners pushed up the hill a third time, P 
led the combined Third and Fifth Arkansas as a miniature bri 
extending the Southern left flank. A fierce 

about thirty minutes ensue 
the front, winning high 
among the officers were 
tle, Pearce recalled: 


engagement la 
d. Pearce and his fellow officers led 
Praise from their men, and casu: 
heavy.” Writing twenty years after the 
The fortunes of 

the . 
a day were balanced in the scale, 


ng must rsa 
be done or the battle was lost. My men we 


re eager 
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Our lines 
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Sry” no noys were cul down like grass, those who survive ; ae oo 
‘ er effort and a determinar; ' lob 
open nerved to great termination to WIN or die” 
ASS Was 2 us 
ardiza. Writing 60 his apes ony . sa hours after the battle ended, Private 
irman of Gratiot’s Third Infantry had g far less we 
Ntal or Ras Surm TOMantic view: 
-Onsid- 
McRae Sis it was a desperate affare. They march our regiment up a Slant 
" right in the face of a battery anda large boddy of infantry, They 
Wen were lying down in the brush and grass until we were within one 
le line hundred yards of them, then they opened Up on us bringing us 
indred down like Sheep but we never waved. We did not wait for orders 
to fire but all of us cut loose at them like wild men, then we dropt 
failed. to our nees and loded and Shot as fast as we could, we had to 
ng the shoot by guess as they were upon the hill lying in the grass." 
Is. As : « : 
antial Nor were the Federals the only danger. Gratiot reported: “During 
sent a the action, I am sorry to say, we were very much annoyed [by] ... the 
Me n 
com- fire of our own triends, who formed behind us and aie ae . 
¥ ceased fro 
owed, the hill, and fired through my ranks after the fire : ae 
shift- the enemy.” Gratiot’s unit took more than one eae fire.” | 
3 : rie . 
O fire but he did not estimate what percentage came i 5 Guth and 
e 
d the Although the third Southern assault a fr: Tien 
; = ill,” just as Stur 
teached the top of “Bloody Hill,” just Culloch at the summit of 
vo : wt cCu 
earce Federals in good order. Pearce joined M tual understanding that 
varie mu ‘ 
yade, the disputed ground, and there was a d too short of ammuni- 
© Southern army was too 
rom F : . 
from "On, to consider a pursuit.” the guns fell silent. The 
ues . : S of combat, combat, 
After more than six hour f whom had never seen 
bat- shoc . ol W riting: 
Shock felt by the survivors, many n was deeply moved, W 
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r water. Guns and weapons scattered 


dead wagon or hospital 
a dead horse, there a 

cure ae gha portion of the field after the battle and 
carr: . 


found wounded men who could not speak make signs for water. | 
distributed what water I had and assisted in removing some of 


ours to the hospital.* 


moaning and asking fo 


Care for the wounded now took priority. Since the Southerners had 
been caught by surprise, initial treatment of the wounded was hap- 
hazard. The Arkansas State Troops may have received better med- 
ical care than most. Pearce’s brigade had an overall medical direc- 
tor, and each regiment seems to have had a surgeon.” The precise 
location of their aid stations is not known, but some of the physi- 
cians may have gone to John Ray’s house, where a large field hos- 
pital was established. McCulloch had not appointed a medical 
director for his Confederate brigade, but casualties were treated by 
their regimental physicians. Dr. William A. Cantrell, attached to 
the First Arkansas Mounted Riflemen, described his experience 
vividly. “My work began soon after the first round or two of mus- 
ketry,” he wrote. “The wounded were then brought to me, and from 
that moment to the present time I have seen and heard nothing but 
gun-shot wounds and the groans of the dying and distressed. My 
Hospital was near the centre of the battleground.” 

Although records are incomplete, at least ninety-one Arkansans 
lost their lives during the battle, and 303 were reported wounded. If 
one omits “Reiff’s Arkansas Cavalry,” “Carroll’s Cavalry,” and 
Walker’s Fourth Infantry, which did not fire a shot, then 13.5 per- 
cent of the Arkansans engaged in combat became casualties. These 
losses were not distributed equally, however. Gratiot’s Third 


Infantry lost 22 Percent of its men, while Churchill’s First Rifles lost 


33 per 
Percent. An unknown number of men were simply missing- 


A » bl . 
es es was Captain William E. Gibbs, a Batesville, Arkansas, 
yer, who had raised @company for Churchill’s regiment. A fri and 
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recalled: “Captain Gibbs was missin 
- cluding company funds and the er are 
glong the waters of Wilson’s Creek, and it ite ne ‘nr IN a tree 
he drowned though no body nor his horse hie es tone that 
Captain Gibbs’s comrades took it for gra und, 
jshed honorably, not deserted. The echo of 
ended before the Arkansans who fought at Wi 
think of their reputations. While this stem 
these citizen-soldiers we eager to prove that 
the honor of their units, and by extension, the honor of their home- 
towns and loved ones. Flushed with success, the Arkansas regimen- 
tal officers were effusive with praise in their battle reports, most of 
which were soon printed in papers across the state. Rank has its 
privileges, and officers got more credit than enlisted men, In a typ- 
ical passage, Churchill wrote, “Too much praise cannot be 
bestowed upon the officers of my command, for they were ever seen 
in the thickest of the fight, cheering on their men, who always gal- 
lantly responded to the call.” McIntosh boasted, “My officers 
behaved in this first fight with great bravery and coolness.” Both 
Gratiot and Dockery congratulated all their officers and other 
ranks, but they also identified several companies by nAMe as Wor- 
thy of special praise, an indication of the degree to which compa- 
hy-level identities remained strong.” 
Those Arkansans who had done little were sensitive about os 
contribution. DeRosey Carroll’s First Cavalry spent all but 
minutes of the battle in reserve, making only a an ie 
charge against Federal battery on the far left i eeaitioal 
Carroll noted, however, that his eee le “a aad close range 
ammunition apiece, discharged thelr be meet the approval 
before retiring. “I am sure that our ee pore aware that the 
of our country,” he concluded." pail ve In his report, he went 
Teputation of troops in reserve might su er. 
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out of his way to put their role in the best possible light. He laud- 
ed the cavalry units of the Arkansas State Troops, although they 
had done little but stand guard. He also had warm congratulations 
for Lieutenant Colonel Frank Rector, who commanded the Fourth 
Infantry due to Colonel Walker’s illness. “I am particularly indebt- 
ed to Colonel Rector for the ability [he] displayed during the 
engagement,” Pearce wrote. The men of the Fourth supported the 
“Fort Smith Battery” all day and did not fire a shot. Yet Pearce 
noted that Rector’s men were “placed in a trying position, especial- 
ly for new troops, grape shot, shell, and minie balls flying around 
them and no chance of returning the fire.” 

The reports written after Wilson’s Creek were more than offi- 
cial documents dispatched to superiors. They were report cards to 
the soldiers’ home communities, appearing (as the writers intend- 
ed) in hometown papers across Arkansas within less than two 
weeks of the battle.” They also included long and very decailed lists 
of the wounded, often giving specifics about a soldier’s wound and 
his prospects for recovery. There were no Purple Hearts for the 
wounded, but word of their honorable sacrifices was widely and 
speedily publicized, allowing their families and neighbors to bask 
in their glory.” 

Public and private scrutiny was acute because honor and repu- 
tation were on the line. Colonel Gratiot assured the editor of @ 
Washington County newspaper that the “Hempstead boys did their 
work nobly, and fully sustained the good name of their city, and 
were during the whole fight in the hottest fire.”” J. M. Bailey, a sol- 
dier in the inactive Fourth Infantry, was particularly candid, writ 
ing: “How I envied the men of the commands that were engaged 
and lost numbers in killed and wounded and felt humiliated that 
my regiment fire not a shot nor shed one drop of blood!”” Harris 
Flanagin confessed with apparent embarrassment to a relative 
“There was no bullet hole through my clothes, I shot only once.” 
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He explained ae eas were “not “XPECted to take 
fighting.”” Shirking as battle coulg not be f 
nies represented specific communities, ‘i 
their duty were an embarrassment to the 
their fellow soldiers. Ras Stirman wrote a 
concerning their cousin Wilks: 


a part in the 
idden, Since compa- 
Ose Who failed to perform 
IT extended kin as well as 
Painful letter to his sister 


I suppose you have heard how he acted the q 
I will tell you, instead of going in the ranks 
wagon and lade down. This is true. Tam more deceived in him 
than in any boy I ever knew, he ig 4 Coward to forsake his 
Comrades in time of danger & worse than all his country. I won- 
der how Aunt Sally will receive him, If you have not heard of it 


before don’t tell any one how you found out, by: Uncle Jeff and 
Cousin John know how he done.” 


ay of the battle, if not 
With us he got into a 


Nor surprisingly, those who sacrificed their lives received more 
than their due accord, particularly if they displayed conspicuous 
bravery. A soldier in the First Arkansas Mounted Rifles wrote, “Jas. 
Harper, Col. Churchill’s Adjutant, is Mortally wounded... When 
Young Harper fell, they went to him, but he desired them not to 
Stop, but go on and whip them.... Brown, of the VBE Guards, after 
© had received a mortal wound, cheered his brave boys to advance. 
caver, of Woodruft’s Battery, a gallant man, fell mortally wound- 
“d from a round shot.”” Captain William Woodruff gave his own 
“count of the death of Lieutenant Weaver, the son of one of Little 
°ck’s leading families: “Poor Omer Weaver fell like a hero, with 
IS face to the foe, and died some two hours later, as befits a man. 
Uring the fight he coer ot any shelter at all. No man 
a died a seas aati aie as a local newspaper. While the 
Few institutions oi Missouri State Guard and acknowledged 
Tkansas press praised the pe dee ynietie thinchah 
t Louisianans and Texans, readers might think that 
* deeds of the f Wilson’s Creek more or less by them- 
tkansans won the Battle 
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selves. One correspondent asserted ee re ey ste “Saved 
the day,” writing: “After the fight, McUu ‘ i farce, you 
saved me and the battle; they had me down, you brought the 3d ang 
Sth and saved me.” Although there was some controversy over the 
d Arkansans received following the battle, newspapers 
downplayed or ignored the fact that the Western Army had been 
surprised in its camps. As was bomen throughout the war, news. 

papers wildly overestimated the enemy Ss numbers and losses.” 
Within hours of the battle’s end, McCulloch and Price were at 
odds concerning what should be done next. After occupying 
Springfield, Price wanted to strike north. McCulloch argued against 
this. He accurately predicted that such a move might enjoy initial 
success but was bound to come to grief because the Southerners 
lacked an adequate logistical base. Pearce’s views are not known, but 
there is no evidence that he objected when McCulloch decided to 
end the alliance with the Missouri State Guard and withdraw with 
his men back across the state line into Arkansas. Within weeks, the 
Western Army was no more. When their enlistments expired, the 
Arkansas State Troops were discharged and returned to their home 
communities. Many re-enlisted in Confederate units, joining their 
fellow Arkansans in McCulloch’s now veteran brigade for the Battle 
of Pea Ridge in March 1862—and many other fights thereafter. 
Writing twenty years after the war ended, Pearce provided a fitting 
toute and accurate summary of the Arkansans’ participation in the 
Melson Creek campaign and its relationship to later events: “The 
eee ie soon were as brave, as chivalrous, and as success- 
Ps engaged. They bore out, on many a hard- 


fought field later on in th . - 
€ struggle, th i n their 
conduct there,” 8B e high hopes built upo 


care wounde 
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